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1. The purpose of this report

This report has been designed for a number of purposes:
e To feedback to residents on what other residents have said
e To feed-in to the Mayor and council officers the views of Ashley ward residents
e To give any schemes the best chance of success if and/or when they are brought in for areas of
Ashley ward and make it represent the many different needs of the differing neighbourhoods.

The report is NOT designed to:
¢ Include statements that simply say “l am against it” or “I am for it” — this document communicates
what people think about the issue, not where they stand on the issue
e Give a comprehensive numerical definition of how many people in Ashley ward (or any distinct
area) are in favour of or against RPS.

We have endeavoured to include as much detailed feedback from as wide a range of sources as possible
about specific streets, but we cannot hope to give more than general summaries about many areas of the
ward. During the process of community consultation (over the last two years), and whilst collecting
information and writing this report, we have been working with the relevant transport and highways
officers, the Assistant Mayor for Transport, and the Mayor to ensure that all resident views are
represented.

All spellings, punctuation and grammar have remained unedited from their original form. Where names of
local residents appear, they have been redacted.

Anonymity of all residents was promised and will be protected.

Cllir Gus Hoyt
Cllr Rob Telford

November 2013



2. The context

2.1 The history of Controlled Parking Zones in Bristol

Source: http://www.bristol.gov.uk/page/transport-and-streets/street-parking-zones

What is a Controlled Parking Zone?
Controlled Parking Zones (CPZ) are areas where parking is:

e regulated into marked areas, or

e controlled by waiting restrictions (yellow lines).
This helps to keep roads free from dangerous parking. It gives priority to residents, local businesses and
visitors, who must pay for and display a ticket, parking permit or parking voucher. In areas where there is
strong local support for measures to curb excessive commuter parking, Residents' Parking Schemes may be
considered.

Existing CPZ
Bristol has three existing CPZs covering the central area of the city:
e The Central Zone covers a small area of the Old City north of Baldwin Street and east of The Centre
to Broad Street/High Street.
e The inner Zone surrounds this and covers an area including The Centre, north to Upper Maudlin
Street and Marlborough Street, all of Broadmead and Castle Park.
e The Outer Zone extends this area to the limits shown in pale yellow on the Bristol Residents'
Parking Project area plan.
The operational hours of the existing CPZ are either:
e Monday to Saturday 8am to 6pm (part of the Outer Zone) or
e Monday to Saturday 8:00am to Midnight (all of the Central and Inner Zone and some of the Outer
Zone).
A residents' permit scheme is already in operation in all these zones. If you live within the existing CPZ and
have no access to any off street parking you may, subject to meeting the scheme's criteria, be eligible to
apply for a Residents' Parking Permit.

New proposals
On 15 November 2007 the council agreed to proceed with:
e the expansion of the existing central CPZs;
e the upgrade of the central CPZs to operate 24 hours/day, 7 days/week, to reflect the growth of the
24 hour economy; and
e commencing work towards the introduction of Residents' Parking Schemes outside the Central
Controlled Parking Zones.

The Cabinet report prepared for the 15 November 2007 meeting is available here:
http://www.bristol.gov.uk/sites/default/files/assets/documents/RPS-Cabinet-Report-Residents-
Parking%5B1%5D 0.pdf (copy and paste into browser to view)



http://www.bristol.gov.uk/page/transport-and-streets/street-parking-zones
http://www.bristol.gov.uk/page/transport-and-streets/central-area-residents-parking-scheme
http://www.bristol.gov.uk/sites/default/files/assets/documents/RPS-Cabinet-Report-Residents-Parking%5B1%5D_0.pdf
http://www.bristol.gov.uk/sites/default/files/assets/documents/RPS-Cabinet-Report-Residents-Parking%5B1%5D_0.pdf

2.2 The new mayoral system

In 2009, the then Conservative Opposition, who were well ahead in opinion polling for the next year's general
election, said they would introduce elected mayors for England's 12 biggest cities, if they won power.

On 5" December 2011, the government confirmed that 11 referendums would all be held on 3 May 2012. See:
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/date-set-for-elected-city-mayors

In 2012, the Coalition government brought forward a “statutory instrument” that would mean England’s 11 largest
cities would have the option of moving to a mayoral system. See:
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/336/introduction/made.

Such a system would allow city mayors full executive power over decision-making, above and beyond that granted to
Local Authorities through their council leader. Only a two-thirds majority of a sitting council would be able to
overturn a budget set by a mayor. All other decisions would be taken on the discretion of the mayor in question.

In Bristol, in the months prior to the referendum, both present (2013) Ashley councillors (Gus Hoyt and Rob Telford)
argued against having a mayoral system as part of the cross-party “No to Mayor” campaign. They also campaigned
with the Green Party to keep the current system, at the same time as arguing that it was a false choice, and that a
return to a previous system (the committee system) would be more beneficial (in terms of consensus and
cooperation) than either option granted by the Coalition government in the referendum.

On 3" May 2012, a referendum was held to see if residents of Bristol would like to move to a mayoral system, in
place of the council leader and cabinet system. On a turnout of 24%, Bristol voted 53% to 47% in favour of moving to
a mayoral system. It was the only city of the 11 English cities to do so. It was also the only city that didn’t have local
elections on the same day.

On 15" November 2012, George Ferguson became Bristol’s first elected mayor. The new mayor had made no
mention of Residents’ Parking Schemes in his printed policy document, “George’s Vision For Bristol”. See:
http://www.bristol1st.com/about-george/georges-vision-for-bristol/

2.3 The mayor’s proposals for Residents’ Parking Schemes

After the initial introduction of Controlled Parking Zones in Bristol’s city centre, the Liberal Democrat administration
rolled out further Residents’ Parking Schemes to areas surrounding the city centre. These were:

e Kingsdown: January 2011
® Redcliffe: 1 November 2012
® Cotham: 1 December 2012

The Kingsdown experience of their Residents’ Parking Scheme is detailed in this Bristol City Council video:
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ue3Dx4MnGOA

On Friday 22™ March 2013, the Mayor of Bristol, George Ferguson announced that it was “time to bite the bullet” on
Residents’ Parking Schemes. In the press release’s first words, “following the success of three residents parking
schemes in Bristol, which now enjoy strong support from most residents in the areas involved, Bristol’s Mayor,
George Ferguson, is proposing to implement further schemes in 20 areas surrounding Bristol City Centre.” The
schemes were due to be introduced in an 18-month period.

The aim was to deliver the scheme in this order:

e St Pauls (SP) and Easton/St Philips (ES)
e Cotham North (CN) and Redland (RD)


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conservative_Party_(UK)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Her_Majesty%27s_Most_Loyal_Opposition
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Opinion_polling_for_the_United_Kingdom_general_election,_2010
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Opinion_polling_for_the_United_Kingdom_general_election,_2010
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/date-set-for-elected-city-mayors
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/336/introduction/made
http://www.bristol1st.com/about-george/georges-vision-for-bristol/
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ue3Dx4MnGOA

e (Clifton East (CE) and Cliftonwood & Hotwells (CH)

Clifton Village (CV) and Clifton West (CW)

Bedminster East (BE) and Southville (SE)

St Andrews (SA), Montpelier (MR) and St Werburghs (SW)

Windmill Hill (WH), Bedminster West (BW), Ashton (AN) and Totterdown (TN)
e Ashley Down (AD) and Bishopston (BN)

See: http://www.bristol.gov.uk/press/mayor/time-bite-bullet-residents-parking

Residents, community groups and councillors set up public meetings and consultation events to get a clearer picture
of where communities stood on the issue and to get the best idea of what kind of scheme would work for the
communities in question.

The Green group’s councillors released a statement detailing their position on RPS:
http://www.bristolgreenparty.org.uk/news/bristol-green-party-councillors-statement-on-residents-parking-

schemes-rps

The Mayor decided at the 27" June 2013 Cabinet meeting not to pursue RPS for 8 of the 20 areas. Of Ashley ward
areas, St Pauls/St Agnes and Montpelier would still be having RPS, whereas St Werburghs, St Andrews and Ashley
Down would not. See: http://www.bristol.gov.uk/press/council-and-democracy/residents%E2%80%99-parking-
%E2%80%93-mayor-shows-he%E2%80%99s-listening

The current status of each of the Residents’ Parking Schemes originally proposed by the Mayor is available to view
here: http://www.bristol.gov.uk/page/transport-and-streets/residents%E2%80%99-parking-schemes



http://www.bristol.gov.uk/press/mayor/time-bite-bullet-residents-parking
http://www.bristolgreenparty.org.uk/news/bristol-green-party-councillors-statement-on-residents-parking-schemes-rps
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http://www.bristol.gov.uk/press/council-and-democracy/residents%E2%80%99-parking-%E2%80%93-mayor-shows-he%E2%80%99s-listening
http://www.bristol.gov.uk/press/council-and-democracy/residents%E2%80%99-parking-%E2%80%93-mayor-shows-he%E2%80%99s-listening
http://www.bristol.gov.uk/page/transport-and-streets/residents%E2%80%99-parking-schemes

3. Ward overview

Ashley is a diverse ward incorporating many different and distinct communities. These include the areas of
Ashley Down, Baptist Mills, Montpelier, St Andrews, St Pauls, St Werburghs and most of what is known as
Stokes Croft. Any scheme introduced in these areas would have to recognise the distinct personality of
these areas. A ‘one size fits all’ scheme would not work. For these (and other) reasons, it is recommended
that exemplary consultation is required and that officers work closely with residents to drive a successful
‘RPS-plus’ scheme where it is to be introduced.

There are many shared issues, aspirations and concerns but also many that are geographically specific. For
example — the cost of the permits is the overarching concern in St Pauls compared with the narrow roads
and the prevalence of ‘pavement parking’ in Montpelier.

The many shared resources of places of worship, community centres, schools and parks need to be
carefully understood so that a culture of exclusion does not creep into the community. Likewise, the
intricacies of the many local independent businesses must also be considered to avert a negative impact
on the local economy.

The overarching feeling is that there is a great wealth of local knowledge that lies with the local residents.
For any scheme to be a success, it is essential that this knowledge base is recognised and utilised. Though
opinions differ greatly between neighbours it is critical that all voices are heard.



4. Resident comments on the Residents’ Parking Schemes

4.1 Community/cultural/social/environmental/business impact

Community centres/cultural events

Busy community centre (St Werburghs CC) - hours of operation here 8 to 9.15 and/or 4 to 5.15
would be best. Many users come for various support groups 10-3. Some days over 100-200 people
here, not all can come on foot or cycling.

Will volunteers at community centres/churches, etc. continue to volunteer if they have to pay to
park in the daytime?

Get rid of dropped curb (St Werburghs Community Centre)

Will limit people visiting Community Centre unable to park in the 4 spaces/We need more parking
spaces at the Community Centre/Community centres need their own car parks - residents in
surrounding streets unable to park

Free time limited parking by community centres - 3 hours for classes, etc./ Community centres need
parking for day users for several hours, very cheap or free. Not all users can walk or cycle.

Big impact on volunteering and the ability of charity help as people will have to pay to contribute.
| think that something needs to be put in place for community groups and churches when the have
significant numbers of volunteers parking in the area in order to deliver services to St Pauls and
when there maybe certain days when a large number need to park i.e. weddings/funerals, training
days etc.

Community centre benefits us all - we need to support them

People who live close can walk here, but | know of many people who come to classes here from
Horfield, Henleaze, Westbury Park, St Andrews - they will not come to classes - they will fold/Day
classes will be affected and will disappear

How will permits/RPZ affect communities e.g. open doors events/arts trails/festivals etc. if people
can't park at various venues? This is part of Bristol's culture. Public transport is so awful.

Currently only two days of year with parking problem are St. Pauls Carnival and Farm Fair. These
events will suffer.

We'll only be able to go to our local art trail

Will ghettoise the city. People won't visit other areas. Business and culture will be destroyed. City
Farm needs visitors.

No problem parking for arts trails as Saturdays and Sundays.

Sorry - people should probably walk/bus to arts trails.

Equalities (lower income households, older citizens, disabled citizens, young parents, visiting carers)

Has there been an equalities assessment? Groups like low waged, new mothers disproportionately
affected

How will those needing home carers in daytime - for short periods several times a day - be
affected? Will their carers be exempted?/Disabled/elderly people needing homecare/doctors' visits
- what will be done for them?/ Will vehicles picking up disabled/elderly people to go to schools/day
centres etc. be exempt?/0ld people cannot ride bikes and should be made to./Older people do
things during the day not evening & will no longer be able to do anything./ Older people need to
pop around in their cars during the day. They go to social activities in the day - not evening. Maybe
over 60s get passes?/The sick and elderly are already lonely. If parking is restricted for carers, life
for them will be bad./Free resident permit for pensioners.



What happens to my elderly stroke relative who can't walk far? At the moment we have room on
our streets for visitors. My brother in law who needs 2 new knees and visits us most days. Our
disabled granddaughter who is regularly monitored, who pays for the health visitors parking?

I’m a pensioner and | would find it hard to work with RPZ financially, and physically. In fact my life
would change dramatically for the worse.

It's not only registered disabled who can't walk far or cycle. Lots of people need to use cars -
elderly, parents with kids.

Vulnerable people need visitors every day. More car flexible visitors permits./More visitor permits
for everyone.

Horrifically isolating for new mums - number of permits mean you'll run out of visitor permits very
early, unable to get support.

Transferable visitors permits so people can have visitors every day, including for childcare
Regular carers should not have to pay to visit child when babysitting

Grannies looking after grandchildren. Nurses and care workers should have free permits.

Some people have child carers come by car every day. They need more visitors' permits.

Not an issue as you can park for 2 hours so can drop off/pick up kids.

Effect on childminders who want to take mindees to park/baby groups etc.

Concerned that support groups like Mothers For Mothers who meet in each others' homes will be
impacted by RPZ

15 min drop off works in Cotham -> 30 min!

Would be good for elderly as they could park outside of house.

My disabled daughter often cannot get access by my home.

Schools

Huge implications for St Werburghs Nursery School and Childrens Centre. 50+ members of staff,
many of whom have to drive as they live out of the city. Children's centre budget already heavily
cut. Families unable to attend groups, budgets will be further cut. Future of crucial family services
in jeopardy

Drink driving

Unable to leave car. More accidents./People will be forced to drive when drunk & tired because
they can't leave their cars and fetch them in the morning.
This will greatly increase due to avoiding fines/I expect this to increase

Environmental factors (pollution, green spaces)

Are we paying for congestion, pollution as the leaflets suggest. Is this our fault? Of course not. Why
should we pay for this?

Go electric. Provide more buses.

If RPS introduced in adjacent areas then pollution will increase here.

Better public transport. Low emission zone for city centre.

Run buses & council vehicles on LPG.

RPS: 1) a way to reduce commuter pollution. 2) encourage Bristol residents to use car less.

Electric buses, trains, trams, park & rides.

Air pollution: the great unmentioned places close to M32. Dangerous for your health.

Air quality results in St Pauls/Redcliffe - it won't make a difference, HOW, PROVE IT WILL

Protecting the environment is a city wide responsibility. St Pauls is already acting as a buffer for the

rest of the city yet it’s us who have to pay to protect Bristol from the consequences of congestion etc.
We should be compensated, not charged.



If my family visit other relatives they drive to me and we use one car (mine as it is larger) which is
more ecologically sound.

Driving to parks (e.g. St Andrews) - how to encourage kids to use open spaces if not free parking
nearby.

Local businesses/high streets

| work at home as a therapist and am concerned that clients would not be able to park in the street
as they can now.

Terrible for trade. Where will customers park?

Need much cheaper business and customer permits. Businesses need visitors and need to visit
clients by car./Much lower cost customer parking permits (£100 each)/ Low cost permits for
parking in all RPS zones for mobile business/Reduce cost of business permits

People will small businesses at home are on the line between success and failure at the moment.
They will not be able to afford permits. They need to be free, transferable and unlimited./Forget
business permits. Help them, don't penalise them./Businesses need free permits with no
restriction. They can't afford current prices./ Too expensive. Need free permits, no restrictions.
Will suffer, will lose business. No one will bother to visit./Some businesses need hundreds of
permits. They will leave Bristol!/ Business permits need to be allocated more flexibly for those
businesses with more employees/Business permits should reflect number of employees.

Consider needs of employees who may need to get to work in unsocial hours.

There are many small businesses in St Werburghs and most of the workers had to come into work
by cars. But there are no parking spaces.

Includes businesses that come to you (hairdressers, therapists, babysitters, cleaners) and don't
have fixed premises (classes in community centre)

High streets need parking!

RPS allows people to park for up to half an hour. | prefer shopping in high streets with less traffic.
Allow free parking for 2 hours on high streets for shops & restaurants (in pay & display bays)/Allow
free parking for shoppers (2 hour limit) otherwise they will go to free supermarket car parks/St
Werburghs has a number of small businesses and a massive retail park around the corner - with no
customer parking that business will go to Tescos

Will be detrimental to many if not most businesses which currently rely on parking for staff and
customers.

This will drive out trade for businesses in our area and destroy its vibrancy - why use the shops
when you can go to Cribbs and park for free - what about the proposed new supermarket for
Gloucester Rd - free parking.

Gloucester Road will be unaffected as you can park for 2 hours.

Provide extended parking to those with disabled car badge.

Gloucester Rd already affected by parking restrictions and the presence of traffic wardens. Does
not give a friendly atmosphere. Road gets blocked completely when trucks come to take offending
cars to the pound.

4.2 Scheme logistics and consultation

Consultation/democratic processes

Decisions were made before any proper, informed consultation. A lot of misinformation and hard
to find the good info on council website. The Mayor and our councillors should have laid out the
facts and objectives.
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Lack of local consultation is disgraceful./Proper consultation and complete information for people
e.g. they don't know that parking will be cut by 30-50%

Shoddy and undemocratic: it's been forced on us by stealth area by area./Poor. | wrote a two page
letter to the Mayor about two months ago and haven't even had an acknowledgement.

As it stands we do not have a parking problem in St Werburghs. | have friends who live in the side
streets off Mina Road, James Street and the Farm. They can park whenever they want. There should
be an opt out option.

This is a major social change. Referendums for each area.

Design/monitoring

Let residents' groups design their own solutions

There are community-led alternatives to RPS. Let's try those.

Pedestrian zones - considerate parking scheme as in other parts of the country. Number plate
recognition schemes. Resident run schemes.

Vigilantes? How? Let the council decide (shame it's not socialist)

No to alternatives to RPS led by residents - too much individual demands.

| can currently park outside my house/on my street most times, looking at the plans this will not be
possible with the residents parking scheme.

Parking hotspots need to be recorded -> density map

Measure the usage of streets & traffic. Introduce where there is really an issue and controlled slot
time limits

| don't object to the scheme in principle, but | am concerned about a 'one size fits all' approach
which we seem to have been offered so far- and there is a very real risk that the scheme will have a
direct and damaging impact on my partner’s business.

Houses of multiple occupancy (HMOs)

The problem is NOT commuters - it is building flats and houses with no parking facilities

This is key in generating more cars than house frontage. Hard to solve.

| have 2 lodgers - who gets the permits? They can't afford the 2nd or 3rd permit!

How do you issue permits fairly to houses with more than one vehicle - includes joint tenancies as
well as HMOs?

Multiple occupancy issues - hard on young working people.

Allow up to 4 permits per household.

They should have as many permits as council tax payers.

Fines/enforcement

Fine George Ferguson for being an undemocratic tyrant.

Stay same as City Council ones. Yes to be enforced.

RPZ needs to be adequately enforced - Cotham has got it right!

Have resident led monitoring groups to check on parking issues and commuters./Resident led
monitoring and alternative to RPS./Local monitoring of cars and vans, requests to not park in our
streets. "Fake traffic tickets".

Increase enforcement of speeding + enforcement of rude parking (i.e. parking that forces
pedestrians onto pavement).

Are parking services going to increase enforcement officers? Are the zones going to be enforced?
We will start HATING traffic wardens, towaways, the council & the mayor instead of loving &
grateful.

Police time is spent dealing with parking complaints and enforcement so RPZ will free up police
time!
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e We don't want a police state. Bristol is loving.

Hours of operation

e Hours of operation should allow for drop off and pick up at schools.

e No zone in operation for >2 hours at scheme start. Hours can be increased later as required.

e Parking problem more in evening than day really - mostly due to multi-car ownership.

e If you could park for 2 hours free of charge without having to introduce pay and display meters this
would strongly deter the majority of commuter parkers, those who park and do not return for over
7 hrs+.

e Asthe RPS stands currently, people that commute to work by car every Monday to Friday will not
be required to pay anything. People that have a car, and like to cycle or walk to work will have to
pay the full RPS amount - which could be up to £350 per household. Taxing those that commute to
work by foot and bike due to the parking habits of those that commute to work by car is not fair,
and not encouraging environmental behaviour.

Boundaries, borders and overflow from other areas

e What s the rationale for the tiny size of the areas? They seem to cut across natural communities.
For example, my kids go to a primary school which draws pupils from the Redland, St Andrews and
Bishopston RPZs. As a result, their friends — and by extension many of our friends — live in all those
areas. The same will apply to playgroups, ante-natal groups etc. The restrictions on parking more
than a few hundred yards from your home mean that it will be difficult to arrange playdates, new
mums’ coffee mornings etc., resulting in greater inconvenience and a risk of social isolation. Making
residents permits valid right across natural communities (such as Redland/Bishopston/St Andrews,
and | would imagine St Werburghs/Montpelier/St Pauls, Southville/Bedminster,
Clifton/Cliftonwood) would allow intra-community trips and counter that risk without in any way
harming the stated goals of the RPZ proposals.

e St Werburghs probably will need RPZ when overflow from St Pauls, Montpelier, Easton/If
surrounding areas have RPS then so should St Werburghs.

e 2nd cars in Montpelier will park in Ashley Down etc to avoid payment

e Why should inner city residents have to pay for parking permits when the rest of the city doesn't?

e Allow areas and sub-areas to opt out from RPS.

e From the perspective as a St Werburghs resident, | would really like to know what the timetable is
for this area, and for all of the surrounding areas, because clearly once an RPZ goes into a
neighbouring area, there will be a knock on impact here.

e This needs proper analysis of data + measurement - people with counters to work out model of
what really will happen If implemented.

e [f this becomes a problem because of the Mayor's traffic implementation schemes - then the RPZ
should be free to all streets impacted.

e | don't see any benefit to an RPZ unless displacement impacts us.

e Ina "displacement zone" - my first car should be free.

e You must defer it. We'll want it when it's a problem.

Citywide passes
e What about people just outside the line? They can't come into Bristol. All these rules cause
problems for someone!
¢ They think Bristol is a big city like London, Brum, Manchester. It's a small market town with a bit of
sprawl. City wide parking pass best - if parking pass is necessary. But | don't think it is. We need to
discourage traffic some other way.
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Have citywide permit for city residents./Yes for Bristolians/City wide passes for Bristol residents/
City wide pass - yes./Why can’t we have citywide passes?/ Don't want RPZ but if we have to have it
and pay for it | would like to be able to park anywhere in Bristol.

For those who need it i.e. key workers

Permit holders have free access to pay and display bays across other city zones, outside of their
permit area

Number of permits (resident and visitor)

There should be no extra costs for 2nd vehicles in HMOs or houses with more than one household
(i.e. joint households).

If subsequent car is owned outside the area - this should be allowed so that car share can take
place.

More and a transferable visitors permit, so there are no restrictions on number of visitors per year.
If RPZ needs to be more flexible, transferable passes?

Transferable permits - 2 each household for whenever they want to use them.

Current limit on visitors permits way too low - less than 1 visit a week (or just under two if you can
afford it)

Have several transferable visitors’ permits per household, not 100 limit per year.

Allow up to 4 permits per household.

Free first car - then a free one for one visitor's car.”

Even non-car owners may have to buy permits when visitors come by car. This is very hard on
people who are carless for principled or economic reasons.

First car and a number of visitors should be free and there should be no problem about transferring
privileges. Really - this whole thing is going to cause such turmoil - leave it as it is./ First car free is
necessary.

Up to 4 permits per household and 2 transferable visitor permits.

2 transferable visitor permits per person. Multi-occupied houses should be allowed more - one
each person.

One permit per resident licence holder unless additional vehicle is for business use only.

| think there should be more free visitor permits issued to households than currently proposed and
that doctors, health visitors, social workers etc should have some form of permit exemption.

If we have to have visitors' permits the system should be forgiving, free, refundable and unlimited
concessions for non-car owners and/or those whose customers/clients visit at home - to save loss
of business.

This area is a mix of family and students and a good portion of flats within a house and shared
accommodation. Why should there be limits? You live there and pay tax.

Only 1 permit for houses with dropped kerb? Not acceptable.

Issue them out with payment of council tax.

Give free parking permits for all outer zones to Bristol residents (as we already pay £1,200+ each
year).

Sell parking permits to commuters for £500!/ RPZ is a money extraction scheme which does not
benefit residents OR S Glos residents

In my neighbourhood we welcome visitors.

This scheme is simply a tax on local residents for no benefit and a major inconvenience for all.
Many of the people have to take in lodgers to make ends meet and they also have no alternative if
they need to park - and overall this will push up prices for rentals - making harder for all concerned,
and making already fairly poor residents even worse off.
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What are the guarantees that this scheme (imposed on us without our blessing) is not sold off to
the highest bidder in the future, and that in ten years the costs will be prohibitive? Once this has
been rolled out there will be no going back. The private firms that run the RPS will owe it to the
shareholders to maximise profits and will not care about the residents of Bristol.

The restrictions of permit parking will put financial pressure on families or shared houses who
cannot afford this extra cost.

This is an excuse to generate extra revenue for BCC by making people pay for something that is
free.

All permit charges are too high but 2nd and 3rd permits charge are punitive. Make them must
cheaper or same as first permit.

Too expensive! Should be free citywide permit for residents!

Free permit for first car per household.

For St Werburghs, Montpelier & St Pauls should be ZERO as M32 pollution will still be here and we
don't want to pay for richer areas. St Werburghs is a low income area and people can't afford it.
Permits would be OK if they were free - I'm all for making commuters pay but not local residents.
Minute in comparison to cost of car, maintenance, insurance and petrol. And the small fee enables
residents to park (as does the scheme).

Small businesses have high costs.

Charges for residents parking permits should be free to those who live in areas within the top 10%
indices of multiple deprivation (or means tested somehow).

The schemes will be unaffordable for many local residents, and that it will be an additional tax for
'poor people' - who already bear the brunt of the effects of alarmingly poor air quality, etc etc.
RPS is a tax on the poor.

Not only do we have to pay council tax, road tax but now we have to pay to park outside our own
homes, a cost many of us cannot afford. Yet we rely on our cars to work.

Residents are having to pay for a problem created by commuters.

The annual fees are too high, you should only have to pay once to register your vehicle and not
annually, all the funds should be ringfenced so that any surplus amount can be used to subsidise
the permit fee's and not used for other transport purposes, otherwise it's...clear that this scheme is
being used to generate income.

| think a payment of £50 is acceptable but would want to see a long term agreement (10 years +)
limiting increases to the charge.

| object to having to pay myself to stop non-residents using our parking spaces, being practical |
cannot see how it can be brought in without some payment being made by car owning residents,
especially as the opportunity for free residents parking, paid for by the Cabot Circus development,
was missed. | do not see this as a "tax on the poor" as has been claimed at meetings but as a tax on
car ownership in a city.

Means testing can be costly, and an administrative headache, and it could be divisive within streets
and communities - e.g. if some residents on a street have to pay but others don't. Using the Indices
of Multiple Deprivation (by lower level super output area) would be the simplest and cheapest
option.

Not only do we have to pay council tax, road tax but now we have to pay to park outside our own
homes, a cost many of us cannot afford. Yet we rely on our cars to work.

The RPS scheme in St Pauls and St Agnes was initially introduced as being £30 per year increasing
with more than one vehicle per house hold, it now transpires the scheme has been vastly inflated
to £50 /year for 1st car £100 for second car £200 for third car. One man with three cars does raise
some questions; however a house hold of unrelated sharers can quite easily have 3 cars, all
requiring cars for work or making independent journeys that aren’t possible with public transport.
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Essentially, the price hike is equivalent to a tax rise of £350 per house - about a 30% increase on our
council tax.

Bring in a tax for commuters between 8 and 10.30 instead of this scheme.

Instead of charging residents why not use a congestion charge so the commuters are hit instead of
us?

Taking on more staff to enforce the scheme seems unnecessary when if the scheme was introduced
free of charge could use current resources.

Well off people won’t mind the RPS because the additional cost means nothing to them.

There is no surplus left in my household budget!

Seems this is a council tax - will our council tax be reduced? The accounts should be open to public
review if claimed this is not a money making scheme.

Schemes should only pay for themselves.

4.3 Travel and transport

General comments

Everyone, including cyclists, needs to drive sensibly with respect for other road users.

Create an integrated public transport network/system

Publicly owned system/Council control of buses

Transport hubs in sensible places

Look at Amsterdam/Germany (trams).

Cheaper fares/make it more approachable financially/make bus prices below that of
driving/affordable public transport is the key to this whole issue!/ Fares could be lower but the £4
day ticket is bearable.

A bakers works from 4am to midday - when there is no public transport so how are staff to get to
work?

The people that park in the streets of St Werburghs are people that live here and have no
alternative for parking locally. Surely a better way forward is to improve transport; introduce
another bus company, open more local rail stations etc, and then need for cars would be alleviated
- causing less issue with parking.

St Werburghs has no parking problem. Plenty of space./We don't have any problem with
commuters parking here.

Any plan has to be a part of a holistic strategy e.g. in London there is deep public transport that
allows you to travel from anywhere to 6(?) in approx 45 mins therefore there is no need for a car as
there is a real alternative

Maybe we should have free school buses as there is no problem in Bristol when it's holidays and
half term. We need cycling lanes that don't run out or have cars parked on them! We are the
‘cycling city’! We need car free days. We need park and ride. We own our streets at the moment,
we share the space with neighbours and visitors, but this will divide us and make possessive of the
bit we have paid for outside our front doors.

Residents Parking Scheme tackles congestion by encouraging commuters to use public transport,
thereby fostering the market for more public transport.

Despite my periodic mobility issues, | would gladly give up owning (and therefore parking) a car in
St Paul's if | could generally get to where | want to go reliably and inexpensively by bus. I've spoken
to others who, moving carless to Bristol, had to go and buy one within days or weeks of arrival.
Shorten the M32 or get rid of it altogether. Redesign roads to favour local traffic and pedestrians
instead of through traffic and muggers. Ban or charge driving through the centre. Then the centre
wouldn't be so attractive to park in.
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Public transport improvements are totally needed and RPZ could help fund it.

Most congestion is commuters and school run. Give them decent alternatives. School buses.
Commuters such as teachers, school staff, shop employees, nursery staff, garage staff all need to
get to work. Teachers have piles of books to carry. Car is only way!

St Werburghs is very inner city. We are closer to the M32 than Montpelier. If one of the rationales
for RPZ is the reduction of commuter traffic, such proximity to the major commuter route is
important.

Bristol's streets are old, new cars and vehicles are even wider. More people drive into Bristol. The
roads and streets can't take it. Leads to pollution, parking on pavements, no room for residents to
park. Dangerous for cyclists and pedestrians. Commuting by car must be reduced.

| agree that commuters should find alternative means of travel than cars.

Commuters should be able to park in Cabot Circus if business bought spaces. It is grossly
underused.

Tuk tuks!

Pedestrians

Buses

Most people drive carefully - you won't stop the idiots

Ensure people stick to 20mph limit - children still play out in the streets

Fine cars and vans parking on pavements and obstructing pedestrians who then have to walk in the
road. Particularly unsafe for the elderly, pushchairs, etc.

Good for pedestrian safety (RPZ)

Take away pavements, lines, put cobbles & free for all!

Promote and encourage more cycling.

Lack of road designs that take into account bike's slower/more vulnerable state.

Narrow passages, bike paths, traffic calming needed using trees and "go slower" road designs.
Better roads (no pot holes) would help cyclists.

More dedicated cycle lanes.

Bikes are my mode of transport - don't want meandering paths/huge detours.

Speed bumps very uncomfortable for bikes and don't impede cars much.

Cyclists behave! Obey traffic laws, get off pavement (written by a cyclist)/Cycles should keep off
pavement. Not jump the lights./Ensure cyclists observe legal requirements to have lights and use
them./Cyclists need to be careful of pedestrians - one nearly ran me over on a green
crossing!/Cyclists must use lights at night./Stop cyclists on pavements, fine them and/or confiscate
their bikes/Stop cyclists on pavements

Cyclists are using the pavement more because of psychopathic car drivers, idiotic road design,
sheer weight of traffic/Cycling safely on Bristol's roads is not possible. It doesn't work. Too much
aggression./Commuters will search for space in St Werburghs making cycling dangerous as cars
hover to find spaces.

Park & Ride near end of M32./Is there a plan to use "Feed Bristol" for Park + Ride? | say NO/Make
South Gloucestershire pay for the Park & Ride/ An effective park and ride scheme with a dedicated
bus lane from the top of the M32.
Bus services to continue later into the evening.
Better buses
o Smaller thinner (Routemaster?) buses/more small nippy electric buses/more small regular
buses that go all over the city.
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Trains

o Conductors on buses to speed things up

o |can't depend on getting back home if | take a buggy on the bus/parents need buggy access
to buses

Better/more bus routes

o Before any zones are introduced all over Bristol a new efficient bus system with new routes
should be introduced. If I'm to leave my car at home | need to be able to get to my Doctor
who will be in a new practise soon in Gloucester Road quickly and without changing buses. |
would gladly hop on a bus if a bus went there.

o Better public transport serving all routes not just the profitable ones will go some way to
reducing need for cars.

o More orbital routes.

More local trains
More electric trains

Speed limits

20mph zone great. Please enforce./20mph is not adhered to. This should be policed strictly./20mph
is fine! People should adhere to this./A major issue and no enforcement so it won't stop.

This is what speed cameras are for.

Irresponsible speeding drivers won't take any notice whatever happens.

Car clubs

Car clubs should of course have a free space, for being economical with car manufacture and
lowering the amount of scrap. All car clubs and car sharers should get privileges for membership
and city wide parking.

Discourage 4 wheel drives, and diesel. Only off-road driving is parking on pavement.

And car pools - very different. With benefits for sharing and clean fuels.

A perfect spot in Burghley Road near post box end.

Seem expensive still - hopefully there'll be more options because they're a great idea.
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5. ST PAULS/ST AGNES

5.1 Neighbourhood Summary

St Pauls residents contributed in large numbers through resident-led community meetings and
through email and phone correspondence with councillors. The chief characteristic of these views was
heavy criticism of the cost of the scheme. Many people pointed out the low income levels of local
residents, tied to the feeling that it was wrong to make those who suffer most from commuter parking
and the associated higher pollution levels from living in the inner city pay to park outside their own
homes. There was a strong feeling that St Pauls has a problem with commuter parking, but that the
onus should fall on commuters, not residents. Previous consultations in the area gave a very small
majority of people in favour of introducing the scheme.

Thanks to the efforts of a number of tireless community campaigners and St Pauls Unlimited, many
people have made specific comments about the proposed plans for the area, right down to street and
house level. A community meeting was held which resulted in a representative statement being
written by St Pauls Unlimited (see below statement), which was submitted to the Cabinet meeting
where the decision was to be made. The question of democratic legitimacy was central to the
statement, with some residents feeling they were not being listened to.

The impact of any scheme on the main high streets - Stokes Croft and Grosvenor Road/Ashley Road -
was discussed at length. The Stokes Croft Traders group were concerned about waiting times outside
businesses, and issues like mobile working, loading areas and ensuring unloading for deliveries was
free of charge for 30 minutes. Grosvenor Road residents made the case for more resident parking in
an area with a taxi firm and a number of small businesses.

Residents in the vicinity of Stokes Croft were interested in extending the hours of operation of the
scheme in order to limit early evening parking. This was to counteract the effect of people parking in
residential streets close to Stokes Croft to take up the increasing evening cultural offer of the area.

There were imaginative suggestions for improving road design and the street scene. Making City Road
greener or taking out the bus lane were suggested, as well as changing signal priorities to push more
traffic down City Road (wide and less-used) rather than Ashley Road (often produces tailbacks at peak
times).

The disparity in pricing between the Easton/St Philips scheme (£30) and the St Pauls scheme (£48) is
a continuing cause of concern for residents.
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5.2 Statements from community groups and businesses

N.B. The views of residents, community groups and businesses have already been fed into Bristol City
Council hghway officers by the ward councillors. When introduced, the scheme will be subject to a yearly
review.

St Pauls Unlimited

St Pauls Unlimited have been holding discussions in the community regarding traffic and parking since at
least 2006.

In 2010 there was a review of parking as part of introducing traffic lights and changing the traffic flow on
Ashley Road/Lower Ashley Road. The changes to the traffic flow/traffic lights were made but the majority
of the changes to parking restrictions didn’t happen and eventually were put on hold pending the outcome
of the RPS consultation.

Early in 2012 St Pauls Unlimited agreed to assist the City Council with holding the informal consultation for
the Ashley ward RPS. We understand there was then a plan for further consultation because the results
were inconclusive but this hasn’t happened.

We now understand that no official decision on whether or not the scheme will be implemented can
happen until after the statutory consultation period yet we are told that the Mayor has stated it will go
ahead and the statutory consultation will begin in July 2013.

Following numerous requests from local residents, on 12" June 2013, St Pauls Unlimited held a public
meeting to gather views from residents to enable us to submit this statement for consideration by full
council.

Overwhelmingly the response of the meeting was that this scheme is not right for this community and is
not wanted.

Many comments were taken during the meeting but three main themes came out of the results:

Isolation: Studies undertaken in other areas of the country have shown that these schemes increase
isolation of vulnerable people.

Making the matter worse: Introduction of the scheme will result in reduced parking spaces available — this
will not benefit local residents.

Cost: All of the inner city areas are being hit with this scheme with no acknowledgement of the economic
difficulties already being faced by these communities on a day to day basis. As a community we
acknowledge that there is a problem with commuter parking in the ward but as residents we simply cannot
afford to pay for the scheme, nor do we think it is our responsibility to do so since the problem is caused
by people who do not live here.

Other key factors are around equalities issues;
All places of worship will be negatively impacted by this scheme
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St Pauls Learning Centre is already finding it difficult to fulfil their potential. Parking restrictions will put
this much valued community resource at further risk.

There are many charities and VCS organisations delivering services within St Pauls. These organisations
offer invaluable support to our communities who are already facing disadvantage and contribute to making
the area a vibrant neighbourhood that benefits the whole city. The success of these organisations relies
heavily on volunteers and workers who travel from outside of the area. These people are committed to
improving life in our community and as such should not be penalised in the same way as standard
commuters. Often the workers and volunteers could not get here without their car and/or need use of a
vehicle to carry out their duties.

Improving our environment is a key driver behind these schemes which we agree with, however it must be
acknowledged that the public transport system in our city is not sufficient, there are many residents who
are unable to walk or cycle, and as such they should not be penalised for having no other option than to
use a car.

Protecting the environment is a city wide responsibility. St Pauls is already acting as a buffer for the rest of
the city yet it’s us who have to pay to protect Bristol from the consequences of congestion etc. We should
be compensated, not charged.

As Mayor you have said this is happening whether we like it or not — this is not democracy!

Stokes Croft Traders

Meeting on Thursday 6™ June 2013
Questions / Considerations / Suggestions re RPS

The below points were raised by the group and will be taken forward/taken into consideration by Clir Hoyt

Questions:
e Can businesses share parking spaces / parking permits?
e If you live in a vehicle can you buy a permit?
e How much will it cost — will BCC put money made from scheme back into local community?

Considerations:
e Permits need to fit the following different types of users/uses:
o Commuters / staff
Multi-zone workers / multi-zone permits (“white van permit” / “mobile working permit”)
Multi-purpose/multi-use vehicles
Customers
Loading / servicing
Delivery focussed businesses / businesses with fleet
Social enterprises and community centres that work with volunteers
o Carers
e Enforcement needs to work
e Don't forget liveability
e Benchmarking with other cities important
e More comprehensive equality assessment
e Stronger consideration for the elderly and people with physical issues

© O O O O O
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Make it easy for local businesses to move around the area

Suggestions:

Parking and loading/servicing on high street should be free

Traders (as a group) should decide themselves length of parking period on their high street
(consider using survey to find out preferred length of parking period)

(Majority of group prefers short free parking periods for Stokes Croft)

Create new car parks for local shops (consider Carriageworks)

Include new spaces in scheme to overcome lack of temporary parking for customers
Short-term loading bays

Business passes for customers

Strike off Friday afternoons

More bike racks / bike hangers
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5.3 RESIDENT COMMENTS

Specific Streets

Ashley Road

The proposed parking spaces outside 109-115 Ashley Road should be for residents only since both
sides of the road are residential only.

Badminton Road

Cars parking on the double yellow lines at the turning into Badminton Road.

Please could the opportunity also be taken to have a road sign replaced at the bottom of
Badminton Road, St Pauls which has been there for many years with the incorrect spelling of
'Badmington Road

There are already too many cars for the spaces on Badminton Road without taking more away for
the RPZ.

Badminton Road — first four houses will have dual use spaces outside - not happy. If have to have
dual space do it only up to where residential properties start.

City Road

City Road is wide and long and has few cars using it. Why not turn half of it over to grass, trees,
seats and swings?! It would transform the whole area forever!

[1]...have seen the parking worsen over time. It particularly got worse after Cabot Circus was built
and over the last year has worsened even more. The problems with parking are Mon-Friday, 8.30 to
4.30. As | require a parking space during the day | have had to alter my life in order to get this. My
daughter now has to attend breakfast club at school so that | can be back before 8.30. | no longer
use my car during the day (unless I'm going to be back after 4.30) as there be no spaces available.
When I've had to use my car for hospital appointments | have had to either park in the one hour
bays and keep moving my car through the day or pay to park in Portland Square until spaces
become available later.

39- 67 City Road — why so few spaces available?

Why no waiting time in City Road?

Get rid of the bus lane on City Road.

Franklyn Street

Working locally to my home, | don’t commute to work. Work sometimes requires use of my car,
and so does the odd large collection or trip out to the Welsh hills. As the RPS stands currently,
people that commute to work by car every Monday to Friday will not be required to pay
anything. People that have a car, and like to cycle or walk to work will have to pay the full RPS
amount - which could be up to £350 per household. Taxing those that commute to work by foot
and bike due to the parking habits of those that commute to work by car is not fair, and not
encouraging environmental behaviour.

Grosvenor Road

On a daily basis many cars parking dangerously on the pavement (all 4 wheels) on Grosvenor Road.
Please can a residents only parking bay be put outside 107-113 Grosvenor Road?

Residents only spaces in Grosvenor Road — stop Dad’s Cabs using resident parking spaces

There are not enough parking spaces on Grosvenor Road — we seem to be paying to store wheelie
bins.
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Gwyn Street

e | have noticed on this map there is no allocation for residents only parking on my road. While there
is no parking in total on city road there has not been enough provision for the misplaced cars on
any of the side roads where they currently park. | believe that a better method to the one proposed
would be to make parking on the first half of my road to the left as currently indicated but continue
the parking bays on the right where the left finish, thusly making a slalom traffic calming method
with parked cars. This would serve 2 purposes, 1. to increase the number of allocated spaces on this
road and 2. To ensure that the speed limit is obeyed. This could be repeated on surrounding streets
to allow for a better community flow within the area and potentially allow for some planters in the
road like those that are currently outside the Thali on Picton Street, increasing the overall beauty of
the neighbourhood.

e Where will | park when there will be about 6 parking spaces on the road where there are about 30
houses?

e 50% reduction of spaces in Gwyn Street? Residents are not happy.

Hepburn Road

e Hepburn Road needs a 24/7 scheme as it has become so popular it is a nightmare to park in at any
time of the day or night. One side for residents on the side with no defendable space before front
doors and meter parking on the other side.

e There are a couple of garages who park their and clients cars on the road, commuters who arrive
from 5am in the morning, people who do not want to pay the parking permit fee from Kingsdown
and clients of the many businesses who support the now thriving Stokes Croft.

e Car ownership in the street is actually very low, though there are a few HMO's [Houses of Multiple
Occupancy] in the street with a very transient population and | have no idea of their car ownership
to be honest. Probably no more than 12 vehicles all together owned by residents.

Morgan Street
e Thereis only one disabled bay in Morgan Street but several disabled people live on the street.
e Not happy with parking bay outside my house — 1 and 3 Morgan Street

Newfoundland Road
e Double yellow lines in Newfoundland Road seems extreme.

Portland Square/Brunswick Square
e _.it's not that there's a lack of parking around St Pauls. Brunswick Square and Portland Square have
loads of spaces - people rarely park there though due to the extortionate prices - why not make it
free for residents to park there?

Sussex Place
e Parking with all 4 wheels on the pavement around Sussex Place (particularly outside Soomar Mini
market) - totally dangerous, particularly for young children who do not expect cars to drive on the
pavement - it's only a matter of time before there is a serious accident.
e [t will put lot of burden and pressure on old and disable people. Charging money doesn’t create
more parking but instead puts people in trouble.

Wilson Street
e Permit parking for Wilson Street is great — really need it — but what about on weekends with pay and
display bays?
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Specific Issues

Pavement parking/narrow streets

e Fire engine access needs to be better in St Pauls.

e Cars driving up on the drop kerb at pedestrian crossings (designed for pedestrians not cars!)

e The problems have arisen as new flats are built without parking spaces - it's these new occupants
that are taking the spaces, not commuters that work in Cabot Circus. We park haphazardly because
there is nowhere else to park. If there is a parking scheme in place, we still won't be able to park as
it's the residents that occupy the spaces. We'll be paying the money and then paying again to park
near a meter when there are no other spaces. | also expect traffic wardens will enforce the rules
more strictly, leading to the council just making money when they are the ones that allowed the
flats to be built without parking spaces initially.

Yellow/white lines
e Thereis a reduced number of spaces because of double yellow lines etc

Other ideas
e There are parking lots not being used.

Hours of operation
e The 15/30 mins free time should be a minimum or 1-2 hrs, around residental streets, without any
shops on it, therefore we can continue to have friends and family visit during the day and not
having to pay to park or use up day passes.
e The proposed times are too long, 9-5 does not help those who have flexitime arrangement at work,
10-4 would suit a significant more amount of residents, this will help accommodate late start or
early finish, picking up kids from school, baby sitting arrangements etc.
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6. MONTPELIER

6.1 Neighbourhood Summary

Montpelier residents contributed in a large volume to this process and generally fitted into three
camps. Those absolutely opposing the scheme (RPS), those begrudgingly accepting it but wanting to
make it the best that they can and those welcoming it as long overdue. There is a strong desire to be
involved in the details of the scheme and possibly be responsible for specific spends.

Many residents are keen for their own tailor-made scheme to be implemented and there are many
excellent options for generating a ‘Residents Parking Scheme plus’ and lots of great and viable
alternatives were offered. These included but are not limited to; increasing safety for children to play
outside, using the scheme to increase urban greenery and making corners safe.

The suggestion is that from 2014, the transport officers work extremely closely with residents to
create an exemplar scheme for the area. Some DIY Streets measures have already been taken and
some residents have very clear alternatives to RPS which they wish to carry out instead of the
conventional scheme.

There is also an idea that the whole area should be shared space and could be an ‘experiment’ for the
Mayor to take up as one of his ‘Laboratories for Change’ as part of our status as European Green
Capital in 2015. This would tie in with the common suggestion of establishing a 10mph speed limit.

This neighbourhood has many narrow roads which have led to a culture of pavement parking as the
feeling is that ‘there’s nowhere else to park’. This in turn leads to great frustration felt by pedestrians
and especially parents and carers with prams. Emergency vehicles would also be unable to access
some areas. One consistent suggestion is for a one-way system to be implemented at the same time.

Montpelier is a conservation area and it is felt that the pay and display machines installed elsewhere
would not be tolerated and would only serve to further take up limited pavement space.
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6.2 RESIDENT COMMENTS

Specific Streets

Ashley Hill

[ live on the very outer edge of the proposed Montpelier RPZ. It now transpires that the two
proposed zones adjacent - St Andrews and St Weburgh's - will be put on hold. Why is it that |
will have to pay £50-odd a year to park by my house when my neighbours will not? This is NOT
a high income area. If this proposal is implemented I can tell you exactly what will happen - |,
and [ am sure many of my neighbours, will simply park our cars a few hundred yards further
away outside of the RPZ where we will not have to pay. Thereby causing further anger for
people living nearby.

[ would favour a policy which helped both categories. E.G. Totally free and guaranteed parking
for residents, a four hour free parking period to suit residents’ visitors, and a charge for longer
period parking set at a level high enough to reduce commuter parking to a level which
safeguards the needs of residents but not to ban commuters altogether. Enforcement costs
could be reduced by encouraging residents to notify the council when parking became difficult.
Yellow lines all the way up, strict enforcement, and speed reducing measures please as people
still speed.

| feel like one of the forgotten people. We are always looked over during consultations so thank
you for this opportunity. [ hope you will stress to council employees that they must talk to us!

Cobourg Road

[ work from home, so commuting is not an issue for me, but a friend of mine said that the
approach is the wrong way round: public transport should be improved to the point where it’s
more desirable to take it than not. Personally I would like to see a reduction in commuting by
making it ‘web commuting’. If office workers could spend (say) 2 days a week working from
home via the web, then there would be less demand for commuter parking. In practice this
would require good fibre broadband in Bristol and its hinterland.

If ‘something has to be seen to be done’ then perhaps cars below certain physical dimensions
should be exempted.

Given that the street layout in Montpelier is so very different from other suburbs, a rollout of
the Cotham/ Kingsdown system would be entirely counterproductive. The potential positioning
of double yellow lines on the north side of Cobourg Rd from no 58 - end of Old Ashley Hill where
a narrow pavement exists, would reduce residents parking by 1/3 on the road. There are
already insufficient spaces. The footpath is far too narrow to walk on and so cars currently park
on this in order to maintain through access for vehicles. This reduces the width of the road and
acts as a traffic calming measure. Removing the ability to park cars on this stretch would
increase the speed of vehicles on the road which would be dangerous. The only way a CPS
scheme could work would be to put individual allocated spaces partially on the pavement. This
would also ensure that cars would not block gateways to houses.

The implementation of double yellow lines at the end of Cobourg Road on to Brook Hill has
been planned for some time and would be most useful as it is such a tight turning curve.

This narrow road should be access only and closed to through traffic.

Fairfield Road/Fairfield School

There does not appear to be any problem at all with commuter parking in this part of
Montpelier at the moment, though I suppose this could change with the implementation of the
St Pauls RPZ.
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e Our biggest problem round here is the number of large vehicles that people leave parked long
term. This includes travellers’ vans and buses, caravans, and tradesmen’s lorries and
trucks. Mostly, the owners appear to be from outside the area but presumably park their
vehicles here (a) because there are a number of places that are not immediately outside
somebody’s house, and (b) because this is seen as a ‘tolerant’ neighbourhood. Many of the
vehicles are pretty unsightly, and I do think they significantly reduce the attractiveness of the
area. Although I welcome the prospect of an RPZ to tackle this, 'm very concerned that it may
actually reduce the amount of parking available to residents.

e The biggest problem is at night, when all residents are at home and their cars are added to the
vans, trucks etc. left by outsiders. For this reason it might be worth considering an RPZ that
operated for extended hours, at least in this part of Montpelier. Otherwise, the tradesmen
might well continue to use these streets to park their vehicles outside working hours.

e Some of the roads (including my own) are so narrow that residents park with two wheels on
the pavement so as to allow room for fire engines etc to get up and down the road. The police
sensibly turn a blind eye to this as long as enough room is left on the pavement for push-chairs
to get up and down. If RPZ parking bays were to be marked out they would surely be on the
roadway only, and in many places would therefore have to be on one side only. Presumably the
other side would have either double yellow lines or single yellow lines which prohibited
parking during controlled hours. Even with the lesser number of vehicles around here in the
daytime this would I think leave insufficient space for residents to park, so residents would be
reduced to cruising round the neighbourhood looking for the odd space which could be some
distance from their home. And if you could still park at night on the side of the road with no
marked bays (assuming these had single yellow lines) then you’d have to go out in the morning
and drive around to look for a legitimate marked bay, causing more pollution.

e Around Fairfield School diagonal parking/a one way system could possibly be adopted to
increase capacity to offset spaces that would be lost by enforcing restrictions on the bends.
This needs to be done and is currently very dangerous - especially at the top of York Rd at the
junction of Fairfield Rd and at the top of Old Ashley Hill.

Lower Cheltenham Road
e Diagonal parking on Lower Cheltenham Road by Albany Park would stop traveller vans
parking there semi permanently and make the park less threatening and more open.
e Lower Cheltenham Place - some residents have a car park that is not used, but park on the
street instead.

Maycliffe Park/Briavels Grove
e Maycliffe Park/Briavels Grove - no problem during the day - major issues in evening and
overnight. Permits may not help.

Picton Street
e HMOs have created this problem - and new build flats as a resident at
e Picton St we were told we could not put up parking as an issue to say no to all these new flats.
BCC are instrumental to creating this problem.
e Picton Street needs mix of resident and pay spots.

Richmond Road

e Parking during the working day is not a problem here - what is a problem is parking in the evening
when commuters and students return home. The difference in availability of parking space during
student’s holidays is marked.

e Frankly the introduction of traffic wardens changes the ambience - George Orwell got it right
and we never thought it could happen in Britain. Having had a hefty fine when parking outside
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my sister's house in Edinburgh for sleeping in by 10 minutes I do not want my friends staying
with me in Bristol to face the same pettifogging officialdom.

[ do not want friends and relatives to have difficulty in coming to see me and my wife. As we
age, being able to drive close to one’s destination becomes very important. We need to welcome
visitors to Bristol, not put up barriers. With an ageing population this is a very real issue.

[ work from my home and have people dropping round on an ad hoc basis during the working
day.

If the scheme is introduced, the way parking bays are marked out will effectively significantly
reduce the amount of available parking.

The green argument is flawed - in other cities | have watched drivers cruising around seeking
out parking places adding to pollution. You need enhanced public transport in place before
launching into a parking scheme - and why is there not a more extensive Park and Ride system
for commuters if they are the target concern.

[ do not want the area covered in white lines and parking meters. It is contrary to the whole
ethos of the area and if put in place it will be impossible to remove. We are meant to be a
conservation area!

Many of the large houses have been turned into flats - sometimes 4 flats and if each flat
occupier has a car it would still mean four cars trying to park outside one building. Even if the
residents paid for a permit - there would still be four cars trying to park into one space. This
could lead to more frustration, as people have paid money but may still be unable to park their
car. It could lead to irritation between neighbours if one neighbour hogs the space day and night
preventing others from parking.

My street does not have many cars parked in the day, it is at night when residents return from
work that parking is difficult. I usually cannot find a space and always park in St Andrews Rd, by
some derelict garages, as | have access via my garden.

[ am aware of the housing shortage in Bristol but perhaps the council could be more sensitive
in giving planning permission in densely populated areas and giving permission for houses to
be converted into flats.

Montpelier does not have a hospital or facilities which attract outsiders so the scheme seems
unnecessary. There is a surgery and train station - perhaps a car park which charges a fee for
users rather than charging residents would be fairer.

Encouraging people that can to use alternative transport such as providing facilities to lock ones
bike up might be beneficial.

York Road is a nightmare. Cars park in the pavement so people walk in the road.

Would like some traffic calming in York Road, which is rat run.

Speed bumps will be fine in streets in order to reduce speed. Some streets could then be made
one-way e.g. York Road up Richmond Road down.

York Road - parking in evening a problem.

One way in York Road and open up road block in Richmond Road and then one way. Use speed
bumps to control speed.

One-way streets will only aggravate the issue and make the streets more dangerous.

York Road - need a sensible one-way system around Montpelier before anything else.

Shaftesbury Avenue

We do not have a parking problem at present but I anticipate a huge problem if RPS comes in.
Currently people park on pavements in order to double park. I 'anticipate’ that if RPS comes in
the parking will only be allowed on one side of the road. What with that and the propensity for
yellow lines on street corners to overrun too far I predict that we will have a major problem. I
have one car which i try to use sparingly. I live alone and have been mugged twice in the area. If
[ have to park my car miles away from my house i will be worried about going out at all after
dark and that will be for many months of the year.
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[ can always find a space, day or night. Sometimes i have to drive round couple of times but this
is a shifting population here: people come and go all the time (not like other areas where
people, once in their homes, don't leave again until the morning). There is a difficulty on
Shaftesbury Ave which is that there are few 'passing places' when traffic comes head to head
and no one wants to reverse. This is nothing to do with RPS but as we are talking major traffic
reviews it should be considered. It might be worthwhile looking at an age old idea of making
Shaftesbury Avenue a one way street. This would make Albany Green a much safer place for
kids to play and give the street a more community feel to it. And it would be very GREEN!

St Andrews Road

We hope the scheme would allow opportunities for traffic calming by creative use of allocated
parking, for example-sets of perpendicular parking where streets are wide enough, to slow
traffic down (top of St Andrews Rd for example).

Station Road

This will have an effect on all the local Surveyors ( and other businesses) trying to carry out
surveyors (work) for purchasers on domestic and other commercial properties. This has been
my experience in Kingsdown where the system has been running for some time. Whilst parking
is much easier and there is the use of the limited pay parking places, these have their
restrictions and also lead us to carry kit and ladders from the parking zone to the property,
often 2 runs are needed, to deliver kit, and then to load the car. Incidentally Building Surveys of
properties can take anything from 2 hours to 7 hours to undertake the inpection, dependant on
the size. Using the park zone means that the surveyor needs to continually move their car after
each 2 hours. The number of such surveys a week is unclear and having talked to local Estate
Agents getting the owners visitor tickets appears not to be achievable.

Alocal source - a shop - to pick up tickets would be useful.

How will many of us get safely home at night with reduced parking in streets that barely have
room for one residents' car as it is, and yet have to pay for this reduced parking? There is no
safe transport provision at night. Montpelier station doesn't feel safe at night and many of us
can't always use our bikes.

Wellington Avenue

The situation in Wellington Avenue, which is off Ashley Road, has become frustrating on a daily
basis, and of real concern and anxiety on the occasions when it is important to be able to park
near the house.

[ am sick of this congestion. | have to stop on double yellow lines at top of road to make
deliveries to my own house (eg the cat after trip to vet - he is heavy!) before driving off
somewhere else to find a space. My neighbour has two young children and it is impossible for
her sometimes. [ know it is hard for the commuters but I really don't want to live in a car park
full of their cars.

Wellington Lane/Wellington Place

Wellington Lane: most cars are resident, and generally parking works well on one side of
pavement. But need lines to work out as arguments caused when visitors don't "know" the
"accepted” rules e.g. don't block gates, get right into wall. NEED parking on this lane though as
about 12 resident cars would struggle to find space elsewhere (Ashley Road minimal space,
Picton St multi-use already).

Wellington Lane - very narrow, but generally works as generally only residents brave enough
to use it! Problems occur when visitors unaware of unspoken rules come along: can
bays/signage help with this?

Community organisation of parking - it would be possible for communities to self-organise this,
but would need independent outside mediation. Wellington Lane has a number of long-running
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'disputes’ between neighbours over parking, and it would be very difficult for a single resident
of the lane to mediate that discussion. I believe RPS imposition would actually resolve and
avoid a large number of the disputes that happen down here (we've had blazing rows,
abusive/offensive notes, police called out a number of times, cars vandalised and rubbish
tipped over 'offenders' in the last few years) as it would make explicit the unspoken 'rules' that
longer-term residents park by to manage the narrowness of the lane. I feel an independent
outside mediator would need to be in place to enable any sort of community organising to be
seen as legitimate; or, a pair of local mediators selected to work together to provide balance
and avoid bias.

York Road

York Road is a nightmare. Cars park in the pavement so people walk in the road.

Would like some traffic calming in York Road, which is rat run.

Speed bumps will be fine in streets in order to reduce speed. Some streets could then be made
one-way e.g. York Road up Richmond Road down.

York Road - parking in evening a problem.

One way in York Road and open up road block in Richmond Road and then one way. Use speed
bumps to control speed.

One-way streets will only aggravate the issue and make the streets more dangerous.

York Road - need a sensible one-way system around Montpelier before anything else.

Specific Issues

Children/Childcare

What about informal friendship networks? Dropping in for a cuppa would incur a cost - helping
out a person would not be so simple.

Caravans

Itis illegal to live in a vehicle on the street yet we had someone in a van for over a year.

No! There are designated traveller sites.

Travellers who work and live in their vans will not be able to get permits hence excluded from
their over-wintering zones.

This has caused significant issues in Montpelier - e.g. around Albany Green. RPS would remove
that issue.

Some people can’t afford to live in houses and this punishes those that live in their vans.

Yes - what about homeless people in vans/trailers? NO ETHNIC CLEANSING! (Referring to a
previous thread on where to spend Profits)

Cycling and Walking

Pedestrianisation, priority to cycles and pedestrians. 10mph limit.

[ would cycle much more if I felt safe. A vast increase in cyclists would help safety e.g.
Amsterdam.

Too many cars makes it dangerous, scary and bad for health as we breathe so many fumes.
Pedestrians are/feel very deprioritised - these roads don't feel like they're made for walking
on/playing on. Interacting with our neighbours CRUCIAL TO COMMUNITY.

[ would walk more to local shops if it was not so bloody dangerous!

Cycling needs to be actively encouraged. At the moment it is dangerous. We need to prioritise
cycling as is done in Amsterdam. Cycles/buses first.

Virtuous cycle of less car use/more bike use = more cyclable city and neighbourhoods.

Great for high streets and local independent shops. If we are walking and cycling on nice quiet
safer streets it will improve our community.
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10mph limit. PEDESTRIANISE. NO SPEEDING.
Address issues that stop people from using public transport i.e. pedestrian safety from train
station.

Enforcement

Residents can take down the signs and paint out the lines if needed!

Enforcement and fines are VITAL. People already ignore speed limits, parking on pavements,
living in vans, carrying on a trade from the street. Fire engines cannot get through. Refuse and
recycling lorries struggle to get through.

Enforcement is ESSENTIAL. Fines should be about £407?

Drink Driving

Zero tolerance for drink driving. RPS is irrelevant.
No incentive to leave your car outside a bar.

Hours of Operation

Parking not a problem during the day in York Road, only at evening/night.

7am - 10am. 5pm - 7pm.

Parking issue in evening not during the day.

[F implemented no more than 10-2! (No commuter probs at present in Montpelier etc.)

York Road - doesn't need permits in day. Restrictions from 7am to 10am and 6pm to 10pm.
Would impact our lives less and stop commuter parking if just operational for am/pm 2 hour
slots.

Needs to operate at least Mon-Fri 9am-5pm Maybe Saturday too.

System will need to run 24/7.

Parking in evening for night life is main problem. Need extension to 9pm??

Evening parking indicates that it is not a commuter problem but a whole car use issue. We have
to get people out of their cars.

Yellow Lines/Markation/signs

Required in passing spaces, corners and anywhere that causes obstruction.

Can be painted out where not needed if imposed!

Can be used to slow traffic with staggered bays.

Need a good one way system around Montpelier.

Painting of yellow lines, wherever required, reduces available kerbside parking by 40%+

How many spaces are available once all the yellow lines have been painted? Yellow lines would
stop people parking on corners and make it safer.

Less room because of new yellow lines and more enforcement will increase evening traffic
looking for spaces.

Double yellows both sides of the road.

Alternatives / RPS Plus

Shared spaces and calming to reduce speeds.

Small parking lots on long standing empty spaces for visits from city residents.

[ think we need RPZ. Radical and enforced. We need to change our driving habits to improve
our living environments in communities. NEED to change car obsessed culture ASAP.
Alternatives possible, but independent mediators absolutely essential.

Home zones (check out with self build AVAG in St Werburghs) LIKE!

DIY streets style improvements like Sustrans do to help us do it with street surveys.

Limited scheme. Short/altered time slot should be residents only (prevent commuter parking).
"DIY streets" Improvements - help from Sustrans?
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If there are less cars can we have more trees?

Planters on corners instead of double yellows.

If residents can "reclaim" the streets [by installing street furniture, sculpture, notice boards,
etc.] alongside RPZ it might soften the blow.

Possible reduced car use/alternative road layouts/improved road layouts favouritising "living'

environments, places for people, pedestrians, buggies, cyclists etc. make living streets - with
car clubs etc.

Pavement Parking / Narrow Streets

Pavements already narrow and often cars parked on curb. Especially so on bin/recycling day.
Parking meters a dangerous waste of space.

Keep pavement parking, pedestrianise the lot and 10mph limit. Priority pedestrians, children
etc.

[ get blocked in my house by cars on the pavement.

INCREASE pavement parking. Force everyone to walk in the road. Makes them n.b.g. for cars,
car use drops, less pavement parking required.

Many roads have parking on pavement both sides of road so wheelchair pram users walk in
middle of road.

The streets in Montpelier are too small for the scheme to work

Too much pavement parking goes on. V. difficult for buggies etc. on some roads.

Drives me mad! Can't walk kids to school on pavement!

This is a joke. There is so much pavement parking - things are out of control - the police will
sometimes deal with serious issues. Reduce car use and pavement parking will reduce.
Narrow streets need street by street consideration - can't blanket ban or blanket fix.

No space for pedestrians. Problems for bin collection, emergency services, etc.

People can only park round some roads by putting a wheel on pavement. It's fact of life. Why
not manage it by painting a line 1 foot inside ONE pavement and control the worst parts.

Conservation Areas

People will pave their front gardens for parking. Not environmentally friendly.

Impact of excessive white lines and [illegible] with meter. Picton Street top is festered with
sign posts. Too much street furniture.

NO street furniture! We will REMOVE if necessary.

Ugly - already too much signage.

Street Scene

Use of planters/opposite bays to create chicanes to slow traffic.

Limit to permits

Free permits for pensioners/low income families. Appears to be a scheme that favours better
off residents.

Free permits after scheme costs have been recovered.

As many as required by household.

3 maximum. Car 3 should cost £200 to £300. We have to reduce the car culture dependency.
(YES!)

2 permits possible but 50% more cost.
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7. ST WERBURGHS

7.1 Neighbourhood Summary

St Werburghs residents largely felt a scheme was unnecessary in the area, although many residents
commented on the possibility that more cars would park in the area after the scheme is introduced in
St Pauls and Montpelier.

St Werburghs has a proactive residents’ traffic group who had already submitted detailed suggestions
to the Council to improve road use in the area. Many of the suggestions have been taken on board and
work will begin soon on making the streets safer. During the consultation, the speed of vehicles on
Mina Road (from the M32 off-ramp) and James Street (near to the two local schools) was of particular
concern to residents, but there were many other areas where residents felt vehicle speeds should be
slower.

St Werburghs Community Farm and the surrounding businesses made a strong case for the area past
the railway tunnel to be excluded from any St Werburgh’s scheme (see statement below). St
Werburghs Community Centre (and other residents) expressed concerns about how centre users
would access courses if they had no alternative means of transport and the general lack of parking in
this area was raised. Residents of Gatton Road brought up the issue of double yellow lines and
whether these would still be needed under the scheme.

A recurring theme in all consultation and conversation was the high number of caravans and vans
present on the streets of St Werburgh’s. Some people gave this as a reason to introduce a scheme.
Opinion varied from those who felt this would penalise a particular lifestyle and take away part of the
community’s character, to those who had experienced negative impacts of people parking up in the
area.

Imaginative suggestions were given - opening up a car park near Rosebery Avenue as overspill,

making Sevier Street one-way (but two-way for bikes) and building a new train station for St
Werburghs. All in all, residents were keen to keep the “village” feel of St Werburgh'’s intact.
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7.2 Statements from community groups and businesses

St Werburghs City Farm

I, Kari Lucas, Director of St Werburghs City Farm, write this statement to present our views on the
Residents Parking Scheme and to offer a local proposal for Ashley Vale. Having consulted with other
residents, we are confident that we do not need a Residents Parking Scheme in order to deliver the Mayors
stated strategic objectives. We are aware that there are positive benefits to rolling such a scheme out in
other areas of the city; however, we strongly feel that the implementation of a RPS within Ashley Vale will
have detrimental

effects on the unique environment and economy of the area. At the Business RPS meeting on Wednesday
22M May 2013, George Ferguson stated that he will consider changing the boundary line of the proposed
RPS. In respect of issues highlighted below, we would like Ashley Vale to be considered for exemption
from the RPS, supported by the natural barrier of the railway line (see map overleaf for proposed
exemption area):

1. The uniqueness of the area - Often described as the ‘green lung of Bristol’, Ashley Vale is a very special
place within the city. The community, which is home to approx 250 residents, is situated within a natural
basin that is surrounded by railway embankments, allotments and a nature reserve. Nestled within the
community is our 2 acre city Farm, the City Farm Café, an open access playground, the Farm pub, the
Wildgoose Space community building, 3 work units and of course, the internationally acclaimed self-build
site, the Yard. With only one road into the community, Ashley Vale has a close-knit atmosphere in which
residents know their neighbors, children play in the streets, bikes rule and commuter parking is not a
problem. Potential effects of a RPS: ticket machines, double yellow lines etc would damage our ‘rural’
appeal and change the nature of this truly unique area.

2. Our working Homezone - The three roads which service the area (top end of Mina Road, Watercress
Road and Hopetoun Road) were developed, with significant funding from residents, to create a
‘Homezone’. This scheme introduced traffic calming measures, improved conditions for non vehicular
users, prevented antisocial pavement parking and 'greened up’ the roadways to improve the look and feel
of the area.

Potential effects of a RPS: we would lose our highly acclaimed Homezone which not only works but offers
raised beds and planted areas that support our ‘distinctly green’ feel.

3. Impacts to the charity — The Farm engages with some of Bristol’s most disadvantaged residents,
connecting them to their food, the environment and the local community. With more than 30,000 users
passing through the gates each year, we are a vital community resource. The economic downturn has
resulted in more people seeking our services yet less funding (public and private) readily available. Every
penny that is donated is therefore precious.

The effects of a RPS: Visitors have to pay to park and therefore feel that they have already paid for their
visit before stepping through the gates. We are therefore likely to see a significant reduction in donations
and may have to reduce/close services accordingly.

4. Disadvantages to those who rely on a car - As much as possible we encourage people to travel to the
Farm on bike, foot or using local transport (nearest bus stop is 700 metres away). However, due to the
nature of our charity, a significant number of our visitors are either elderly have a mobility constraint or
have one or more child which means that travelling by car is the most feasible option.
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The effects of a RPS: Local visitors/volunteers will not be able to afford to attend and may choose to access
services at other Farm’s within Bristol due to their adjoining car parks. This will massively impact
community cohesion and cause a loss of valuable volunteers, affecting how services are delivered.

5. Business Viability — The City Farm Cafe works to a sustainable business model in which 90% of food is
produced within a 15 mile radius. The emphasis on ethically/organically produced food is paramount — to
the point that some suppliers, such as Marks Bread, is delivered by pedal power. To be able to offer such
high quality food without extortionate prices, the profit margin is minimal; a reduction on profits may
deem the business unsustainable. The effects of a RPS: Customers have to pay to park and therefore have
less money available to spend in the café and/or customers may choose to go to other food outlets which
offer free car parks such as IKEA, John Lewis, Marks and Spencer’s, Tesco’s etc; which may result in the loss
of smaller, independent food outlets such as the Café.
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7.3 RESIDENT COMMENTS

Specific Streets

Gatton Road

One of my complaints is why do we need double yellow lines along Gatton Road?

Gordon Road

No parking issues in Gordon Road.

Horley Road

Boats are a nuisance.

James Street

Cars speed frequently past St Werburghs Primary - enforce please!
Cars always speeding on James St and outside school.
Yellow lines need removing.

John Street

Every night between about 5-10pm there are people parking on our road while they collect their
take out. It means that it is difficult for residents to find parking and that there are a high number of
bumps and scrapes on the residents' cars as people pull in and out again in a hurry. I'm also in
favour of turning our road one way onto Mina Road to try to eliminate all the rat run traffic we

have of people avoiding the roundabout on Mina Rd.

Lynmouth Road

The other day, while walking from the Better Food Company [Sevier Street] to my house, | counted
18 live-in vans and caravans parked in the streets - especially St Werburgh's Road. This of course
has a great impact on the parking spaces available for residents and visitors. Added to this, we have
the Climbing Centre which is very popular and which takes up a great deal of parking Monday
through to Saturday. In fact, if | leave my house at teatime and come back an hour later | cannot
park anywhere near my home. I'm not against live-in visitors per se - but enough is enough.

| am very concerned that the Parking Schemes to be introduced in St Pauls and Easton will cause an
overspill into St Werburghs making the problem even worse.

Mercia Drive

Speeding is a major issue in Mercia Drive. We need speed humps. Children play nearby.

Mina Road (in order — from M32 to beyond the railway tunnel)

There needs to be a marked cycle lane continuing around the bend at the start of Mina Road for
cyclists coming out of the M32 subways because cars cut you up.

Lorries in Mina Road — bad.

Commuters already parking in Mina Road.

Fine drivers for parking outside shops on Mina Rd - double yellows/bollards don't help

On the Farm side of the tunnel | feel it is actually not needed and will change the character and use
of the area. There is already a Homezone, and traffic and parking seems to sort itself out in a
balanced kind of way as it is. The RPS could affect the passing trade related to the Farm in a
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detrimental way once payment is due for parking. The Village feel of the area, which is unique to
this city would change for the worse with yellow lines, meters and wardens.

Provision for 'micro-local solutions' - eg Free window display cards for non-profit Community
Resource visitors eg City Farm where parking is plentiful, by negotiated consent of nearby residents
perhaps? Idea is to get away from the 'no because it sets a precedent' argument.

Minto Road

People live in vans.

Rosebery Avenue

| live with another person who also has a vehicle. We have many guests come and stay and parents
too. I've lived here a long time and have always found a parking space and | live on one of the
busiest roads in St. Werburghs. At the end of my street is a outreach unit, a church and a pub all at
a dead end. | can't speak for others on my street but | would be happy to contribute to the
outreach unit or church to use their carpark and have a barrier implemented. | think many locals
would agree. It would have to be out of hours because these are both working organisations and
open during the day. It’s just an idea.

| feel and | am sure many others in my area feel that there is a sense of freedom around St.
Werburghs and probably in other areas too, where we can park where we want - when we want.
The streets will be littered with signs and friends and relatives who visit from afar will have
problems parking their vehicles. | have never had a problem with this busy dead end street, there is
normally a space somewhere.

Sevier Street

| have seen the trouble it causes people with more than one car, houses with more than one family
residing, people visiting for the weekend etc. And there are problems for people in trade having to
park further away or having to pay. I've seen the need for residents' parking around schools. | feel
that overall it will cause anger and divisions rather than bring people together.

One way, speed bumps.

2 way system for bicycles.

Lack of crossing outside Better Food Company area.

St Werburghs Road

People live in vans.

Tyne Street

Double yellow lines are needed at the bottom of Tyne Street (where it meets Mina Rd) because the
street is narrower there and, when cars are parked, fire engines can't get through. This has
happened twice in 10 years.

Specific Issues

Caravans/vans

People living in vans

People throwing rubbish out from the vans/Human excrement and dirty nappies in the bushes, on
the pavements

Mobile caravans to pay their way to park up

Would be sorry to see live-in vans go - characterful and inspiring

Normal enforcement of public health laws, parking, etc.
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| have no problem with vans, residents or not

Caravans are a nuisance

Existing law doesn't allow live in vehicles on street - enforce!

People have motorcaravans and need to park them. Some use them as their only vehicle. Laws,
rules, all take away our freedom & the personality of the area.

Why should people with camper vans be penalised for needing larger vehicle permits when our
emissions are much lower than those of car owners if we only use them for holidays?

If these are taxed and not outside someone's front door but on non-residential streets, it's ok. They
have to park somewhere.

Many of these don't have sanitations. St W rainwater drains run into Horfield Brook in Mina Rd
Park and it will become increasingly polluted./ Problems with waste disposal as some people pour
their effluent into the storm drains in the street which pollutes the stream./People live in the vans
(St Werbs Road, Minto Rd) and are defecating on the pavement (albeit rarely) and throwing their
sewage in the storm drains. If you can deal with this problem, perhaps we don't need RPS.

Ask to park on blank walls, on road to scrapyard, not in front of people's houses for weeks on end.
Big big potential problem with surrounding areas getting RPZs. No LARGE traveller vehicles.

I'd like to see the commercial vehicles taken off our streets. Vans are a nuisance and a menace to
cyclists in St Werburghs. In St Werburghs there are lots of disused warehouses that could house
such vehicles. At least ensure those running a business from our streets pay business rates for the
vehicles they park.

A lot of police time is taken up with parking issues, including large vehicles and vans. Most
complaints received by neighbourhood team!

Pavement parking/narrow streets

Inconsiderate parking on pavements./At its worst - makes city life quality really poor.
Selfish/dangerous./ This needs to be stopped.

This is a problem and bad for fire engines/police/medical. Yellow lines.

Wheels just on the pavement that does not impede pushchairs/wheelchairs should be allowed until
we get better public transport./ This is totally unfeasible to ban on narrow streets./ Allow some
pavement parking./ You cannot widen narrow streets. They are what they are and people have to
have somewhere to keep their car.

Solid white lines to allow parking slightly on pavement like other councils allow!/Pavement parking
is only practical solution in some streets. Wandsworth allows pavement parking within marked area
to allow room for pedestrians./ It's understandable that in narrow streets there's some pavement
parking. But there need to be fines for parking that forces pedestrians into roads./ Introduce dotted
pavement parking where required to provide absolute maximum spaces while still allowing access
“There are NO more spaces in the city and without it St Werburghs will ONLY get worse, not
better.”

Yellow/white lines

As few yellow lines as possible. Don't reduce available parking for residents.
White lines on pavements for pavement parking to allow space for pedestrians and prams

Other ideas

Car parks underground.

How about more car parks? Gloucester Road only has one very small one.
If RPZ comes at least plant loads of bushes and small trees in large planters
Tree planting, billboard removal, anti-tagging
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Improve coordination of bus times through St Werburghs so they don't all arrive together/within
same 5 minutes

More buses to St Werburghs - only have 5/25

St Werburghs to St Andrews/Gloucester Road/Henleaze/Westbury on Trym/Horfield (beginning
from Temple Meads?)

Direct bus routes to Easton area and Bath Road.

Improve accessibility of Stapleton Road station - ramps needed to get on train, guards aren't always
willing to deploy

Station at St Werburghs/on old Gasworks! (very popular idea)
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8. ST ANDREWS

8.1 Neighbourhood Summary

St Andrews had some of the most active residents in opposing the scheme in their area, with the
stated reasons including but not limited to: there being no problem with commuter parking in the
area; the effect it would have on Gloucester Road and St Andrews-based businesses; and opposition to
street scene changes (yellow lines, pay-and-display machines) which would damage the character of
the area.

There was some concern about overspill from the Montpelier and St Pauls areas after the schemes are
implemented there. There was a consistent feeling that a 9 to 5 scheme was undesirable, with many
different suggestions about hours of operation if a scheme were implemented.

Residents were also concerned about the impact on teachers driving to work at the Sefton Park
schools, as well as the congestion and resultant pollution on Ashley Hill/Ashley Down Road that
makes travelling difficult for some. Difficulties in finding a parking space were identified on Sefton
Park Road, due to its length.

The impact on St Andrews Park was also highlighted by residents, who pointed out that many people
come from outside of the area and even outside of Bristol to visit the park by car. There were also
concerns that young children would not have as much access to green space if the scheme was
introduced.

Residents in the previously proposed Ashley Down scheme area (which straddles the council wards of
Ashley and Bishopston) will be given opportunities to give their views through the Neighbourhood
Partnership structure in late 2013 /early 2014. These residents have often been overlooked in
consultation processes.
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8.2 Statements from community groups and businesses

Burghley Road Residents

Notes of a meeting of Burghley Road residents held on 25th April 2013 to discuss implications of the
Residents’ Parking Scheme (RPS)

Discussion
The debate focussed on four general areas:

1.

Indignation over the lack of formal communication or consultation about RPS and the undemocratic
way in which RPS is being presented as a ‘done deal’ by the Mayor, and though the mayor says he
will be sensitive to community needs, no one had any idea what the scope of this actually is;

Lack of any evidence-based information to either support or reject RPS and the absence of any
coherent costings to explain the financial implications ;

Based on the limited information so far available, speculation on how RPS would impact upon the
lives of Burghley Road residents;

What action can be taken to influence the implementation of the scheme or to prevent it
happening?

Residents are extremely unhappy about the way in which PRS has been communicated. It seems
that the Mayor has no intention of consulting with residents about the need for a scheme across
the whole of the city and the only dialogue will be about its implementation. This was particularly
disheartening because the Mayor made no mention of RPS in his election campaign last autumn.
The only formal document seen so far is the attached Council order in which the ‘corporate
priorities’ appear to ignore residents’ views with no scrutiny envisaged. Moreover a report will be
made available to the Council’s cabinet only 5 days before the anticipated decision date leaving
little time for residents and others to prepare their responses.

Virtually all residents at the meeting voiced their opposition to the scheme and broadly agreed that
there are currently no parking problems either in our street or generally throughout St Andrews.
Though there was not a vote, the consensus of ‘if it ain’t broke, don’t fix it’ was the main view. In
general, there were many questions about the studies and data that underpin the parking scheme,
i.e. what are they and where are they...plus costs of setting up and administering such an all-
pervasive city wide scheme. Also a worry that the costs to the residents in our area (where we
don’t have a parking problem to start with) are going to spiral in the future, as the Mayor has
already indicated (in a another press release) that the permit costs will go up by more than
inflation. (Reports from a recent meeting of residents in Clifton note that council representatives
are avoiding questions about costs). The Director of Transport has said “we will need to borrow
heavily to deliver the schemes in the timescale expected by the Mayor and then to payback over
some considerable time”.

Many residents are anxious about the impact RPS will have on their daily lives and concern was
voiced over how RPS could potentially damage the vibrancy and freedom of whole community.
There was concern too that the character of Bristol and our own neighbourhoods would be
changed...not for the better. Moreover there is some resentment at potentially having to pay to
park outside our front doors, suffer the restrictions imposed upon visitors and tradesmen, not to
mention curtailment of residents’ free movement around the city. In this regard it was especially
noted that Bristol’s transport infrastructure has severe limitations, hardly making it fit for purpose.
It was also observed by several that there doesn’t seem to be any improvement to Bristol’s
transport happening any time soon. Residents understand that transport in Bristol is a complex
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issue, but also note that there doesn’t seem to be a real joined up plan for dealing with it, especially
in view of implementing RPS, without a vast improvement in transport services at the same time.

Other concerns were raised as follows:

e The apparent ‘demonization’ of commuters who are not properly catered for at present and
wondering where they were going to park to get to work in Bristol and if businesses would have to
move out of the city.

e The impact upon St Andrews Park. Parking restrictions seem draconian when so many young
families come from distances to use the facilities.

e Our local garage located on Windsor Road, which is a great asset to our area, would have a hard
time with parking restrictions as the nature of this location requires frequent use of the street
(which doesn’t have parking issues). The owner has been there 35 years and residents don’t want
to lose him through lack of flexibility by the council. Any scheme MUST find a way to accommodate
such small businesses with enough parking flexibility to allow these valuable enterprises to
continue serving the community.

e There is great concern for the businesses on the Gloucester Road who already suffer car parking
problems. Further restrictions on the Gloucester Road and roads near the shopping areas of
Gloucester Road really could be disastrous. Residents have noticed people parking for an hour or
two at the bottom of Burghley Road, but it was thought not to be a problem in the day.

e There was also worry about tradesmen who require parking for a full eight hour day if they are
working on a job in the road or in other possible parking zones outside their home area. Many think
that their livelihoods are clearly threatened. It was suggested that they could have a cross zone
pass for the year so they can park at their work, which might vary from day to day. There are other
professions in this category too whose livelihoods are potentially at risk by parking restrictions.
Visitors passes don’t solve these problems.

e Many residents are unhappy with the visitor’s pass arrangements and think that the restricted
numbers (50 free and 50 for £1 each for a year) are extremely restrictive and will cause older
people and families needing support, those who work from home (i.e. music teachers, therapists,
artists, tutors, and many others) who would find it added costs to their clients or that their clients
would find the added parking costs and the time restrictions too restrictive. This would apply also
to people in house shares and who are lodging.

4. Everyone agreed that even if residents had a choice to reject RPS in our street, they would probably be
subject the effects of RPSs from elsewhere. In other words, an ‘oasis’ of free parking amid a swathe of RPS
would certainly attract daily commuters and, more likely, long term permit avoidance. On this basis it was
thought that we could live with a scheme that we had real input into, particularly a RPS ‘lite’ scheme. So
Burghley Road residents have begun to draft some ideas...a ‘wish list” which we think would not only suit
our street but our area of St Andrews. These ideas are currently in a formative stage.

It is proposed that that a 10am to 12pm time restriction would work in the mainly residential parts of St
Andrews. Though not a total deterrent to ‘commuters’, it would discourage a large majority of day parkers.
This has been tried in other cities with success. It was presumed that this time restriction would cost less
for the city to administer even though we would be paying the same for our permits as everyone else. This
would also help the parking situation for Gloucester Road traders and local businesses which operate from
home. There is solid precedence for a light touch time restrictions. One example is as follows, which is a
link to lighter touch RPS in Harringey.

http://www.haringey.gov.uk/index/environment and transport/parking/cpz/cpz fag.htm
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http://www.haringey.gov.uk/index/environment_and_transport/parking/cpz/cpz_faq.htm

Residents don’t want parking bays painted on our street and there must be some sort of
negotiation about double yellow lines on drive entrances. If visitors were allowed to park across
someone’s drive, with permission, this actually frees a space in the street.

Keep the disabled parking spaces and possibly add a City Car space.

Visitors passes — 50 free and 50 at £1 are not nearly enough for many people. This applies to
families and their support networks, house shares, people with lodgers, people needing work done
on their houses...the list is long. There has to be a more flexible way of dealing with this and more
visitors’ passes.

People who live in house shares (which are treated as one household) and who are lodging, need to
have some flexibility about how many cars they can have permits for. House shares are the best
option for many young people and people who are low waged. They also may need cars to get to
work, and ironically, cars are cheaper than public transport for many people in light of Bristol’s
current transport poverty.

Residents don’t want parking machines installed as they will detract from the character of the
street.

The high cost of ‘parking bay suspensions’ for tradesmen to work in the street is a big cost worry.
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8.3 RESIDENT COMMENTS

Specific Streets

Ashley Down Road

| have concerns that Ashley Down will suffer from increased traffic flow as displaced traffic travels
to non-resident parking areas and also parks in Ashley Down as it is easily walkable to town, if it is
not included in the residents parking zones. | also have concerns that Montpelier residents may
park up the hill in Ashley Down to avoid the charge.

Pollution has an impact on schools and children along Ashley Down Road.

The area is very sensitive to changes in traffic density and traffic flow i.e. the new roundabout
between Ashley Down Road and Chesterfield Road has had significant impact on standing traffic on
Ashley Down Road during rush hour extending the queuing traffic back to Sefton Park Road, thus
increasing the levels of pollution for residents. | have two small children and | have concerns over
the impact on their health and also when (hopefully) they attend Ashley Down Road this level of
pollution might form part of their everyday environment.

By and large parking has not been a problem. The council in the last few years has succeeded in
making traffic slower and worse by building endless traffic lights, mini roundabouts (that you
cannot actual go around!), 20mph zones that are impractical and banning left or right turns
everywhere.

Any spare money should be spent on the infamous potholes and proper resurfacing of certain
roads. The section of road at my end of Ashley Down Road is crumbling already after being surface
dressed only 2 years ago. It should have been properly re-tarmaced like other sections.

| approve strongly on the Sustrans/Council work on cycle ways (I have a car and cycle). This is
money well spent.

Ashley Down Road is already congested -> will increase.

Balmoral Road

I and my neighbours (below) were initially against it, but as we're on the cusp of a heavily parked
area like Montpelier we're now all for it and concerned that the remainder of St Andrews is not for
it.

We only have one car and no real parking issue at the moment (i.e. we can usually park more or
less outside or opposite). It's only an issue intermittently when tradespeople and skips are parked
on the street or there are a number of visitors, but this is very rarely a cause for complaint. Though
| rarely use it (due to cost) we have a car club car parked just round the corner, which is incredibly
convenient should we ever need a second car; it has meant we haven't had to buy one.

There is no solvable problem in Balmoral Road. Commuters do not park here but it is crowded at
night: 11pm - 7am.

The additional floor on Clifton Mansions at the Western end of our street, and the several student
houses/flats in particular have already decreased available parking space on our street. There will
come a point at which the limit is reached. | suspect this will only come when residents start
complaining. It would be useful to try and provide a prevention rather than a cure, and perhaps a
well thought through RPZ is one means of doing so.

Burghley Road

All the households were opposed to the Kingsdown model of RPS. Particularly as there is no
problem parking in the road. After considerable discussion, it was generally decided that if the
street or if St Andrews, was surrounded by RPS then they might accept a reduced house scheme as
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well as other provisions...such as more visitors passes, a City Car bay, discrete parking meters and
no lines for parking bays as the street is unique in its character.

e Residents of Burghley Road (which would apply to most of St Andrews) could accept a 2 hour
restriction 10 -12 and then see how it was working at the 6 month review.

e There could be more 'City Car' bays...is a perfect area at the top end of Burghley Road for this.

Cromwell Road

e Having a bit of trouble seeing how it's hard to predict how many people will or won't need a permit
- how about going out in to the street and counting the number of parked cars as it stands at the
moment? Presumably that's been done already anyway.

¢ Only slight congestion on Cromwell Rd during rush hour. Mostly people taking their children to
public schools and a lot of 4 wheel drivers.

¢ Cromwell Road already has strong parking restrictions - | would say about 25% is free for parking -
and student accommodation and flats. How much will the zones cover as could create parking
issues which currently don't exist if limited to zones.

® Already limited parking and have never had an issue parking. It is easier to park during the day than
say after 9pm - so commuters/shoppers aren't causing an issue.

Derby Road
e Tennis club - would need permits for coaches, cleaners, etc. Will add (unnecessarily in my view) to
costs of running amateur sports club
e What about bowls and tennis club - do you want them to close down?!

Hurlingham Road

e There used to be a collision on Hurlingham Road about every three weeks. Now with "traffic
calming" there are none - GREAT!

e My caris vital to my occupation. | work all over the country in the entertainment industry. This
means | work at night. | cannot do my job without my car. It simply isn't safe for me as a woman to
do it without a car. | moved to Hurlingham Road for many reasons; one being that | could park on
my street. There has never been a problem with parking either.

¢ Ashley Hill worse since Hurlingham Road closed and roundabout appeared (not a bad thing) - knock
on effect.

e Roundabout off Hurlingham Rd has had a major impact on Ashley Down Rd

Osborne Avenue
e It would likely improve the parking situation here. We have teachers from the school Sefton Park
parking here and also lots of residents from Sefton Park Road on the side where the lane backs onto
Osborne Ave.

Sefton Park Road

o Sefton Park Road have a special issue not unlike places in Montpelier so need a different solution all
together which should be decided by them. They have a few commuting problems at the Ashley Hill
end but not so much at the other end. They have too many residents’ cars for their street.
Where will Sefton Park teachers park?
Will not alter parking in Sefton Park Road - we do not have commuters. It will give us more grief.
Sefton Park Rd is often full especially cricket days so we have to park elsewhere - that is fine by me
but what happens when you won't let me?
Sefton Park Road only has a parking problem 6pm to 8am not 9am-5pm
Sefton Park Rd - problem with parking. Derby Road end - fewer issues. College end - some issues.
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e Sefton Park - double yellows in narrow streets will diminish parking spaces - not enough spaces for
1 car per house.
* 9to5thereare no problems with spaces. It's 6pm to 8am due to people like me with >2 cars.

Sommerville Road
e |rentaroom in the Sakya Buddhist Centre. | have lived here since 2001 and | do not own a car. |
have never had a friend or relative (or any other visitor) say they had a problem with parking
around here, whether in the daytime, evenings or weekends. Therefore | cannot see the point of
this scheme which will also have an adverse effect on the independent shops on Gloucester Road.
e Tackle the extortionate bus fares in Bristol.

St Andrews Park

e Paid parking would impose a serious cost on (low income) families with young children, and getting
to the park from other parts of Ashley (let alone elsewhere in Bristol) by public transport with
picnic, pushchairs, toddlers/babies etc. is nigh on impossible. Not implementing RPZ in St Andrews
would be the obvious solution, but free of charge 3 hour parking would be better than nothing (and
if implemented throughout the St Andrews RPZ would also provide the free parking which the
Portas Review suggests for high streets like Gloucester Road).

e St Andrews Park is hugely popular - RPZ will make it harder for people with small children to enjoy it
during the day time.

e What happens when people from outside a zone want to take kids during a holiday to a green
space like St Andrews Park. They would have to pay.

Williamson Road

e The parking problems in Williamson Rd do not come from commuters, but from residents in
adjacent streets because there is not enough parking there. | believe that RPZ will make matters far
worse as even more parking spaces will be removed from the surrounding streets. This can only
work if Williamson/St Barts Roads have their own separate scheme.

¢ |live in Williamson Road, so | see the staff of Sefton Park School arriving each morning, and parking
in the street. There is no parking on the school site. | believe that there are about 50-60 staff at the
school, though | don't know how many drive to work. So having read the current RPS handbook &
FAQ on the BCC website, | wonder where will the teachers park next year when RPS comes to St
Andrews and Ashley Down? I'm broadly a supporter of RPS (if charges are kept low, and scheme
well implemented), but | cannot see any mention of situations like the school in the current RPS
literature.

e I'min Williamson Rd. I'd like a permit for St Andrews zone (not Ashley Down).

Specific Issues

Caravans/vans
e Getrid of polluting hippy vans!!
¢ Not too much of a problem in St Andrews

Pavement parking/narrow streets
e This is necessary in places especially where the pavement is wide.
e Pavement parking is as annoying as dog poo when | am coming home carrying a couple of bags of
shopping.
® RPZ would stop this. Highly dangerous.
e Lack of enforcement of traffic laws and bye-laws means this has become the norm in many streets.
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Bristol was not built with cars in mind so residents are stuck with narrow streets - RPZ will not
improve this
The council people will decide to double yellow where people park today creating a new problem.

Yellow/white lines

NO to yellow lines

No more than now otherwise you create a new problem

Yellow lines will mean fewer parking spaces. Will there be a space for every permit issued?
Yellow lines will reduce number of parking spaces in streets - specially narrow ones.

Good to have yellow lines and stop crazy parking on wheelchair crossing and corners (for kids &
elderly).

Overton Rd/Greville Rd - one side to stop pavement parking.

Hurlingham Road closure forces traffic up Ashley Down Hill - needs double yellow outside these
flats just before the new mini roundabout as people are parking outside. Should have thought of
this - dangerous and causing unnecessary congestion.

Other ideas

There is a big worry about machines and double yellow lines blighting the look of a beautiful
neighbourhood.

Ugly black boxes and lines everywhere. No consideration of aesthetics (which is an important
component of quality of life)

Given this is a resident area with narrow streets, can't see speeding as an issue - certainly don't
want speed bumps or stupid traffic one way restrictions or blocking one side at points

Having given up much of the front garden for off street parking, it is aggravating to be faced with
further expense for RPZ.

People with drives will be exempt. How will this help address any issues if people turn their front
gardens into parking spaces?

Too often the No. 70 bus does not arrive or is early or late.

Not beneficial to the local community, residents and traders and if St Pauls causes displacement
this should be free.

Madness and arrogance has tried to force this on us - success of the people has stopped.

In blunt terms, this is a scheme that purports to deal with a problem that does not exist. It will not
help with the real parking difficulties but will charge residents for no benefit. It will blight shops and
businesses in the area, possibly to the point where they are forced to close. It is, of course, the
reason that Dr John Rogers lost his seat having identified himself so strongly with it.

Hours of operation

10am - 11am so that commuters have to think of other things. But where are the commuters i.e.
teachers/nurses going to park?

If we do need RPS, let's have shorter hours, 10 -12 to deter commuters but help residents. It works
in London.

Reduced hours RPS e.g. 11am to 12 noon, 1 hour

Keep hours to a bare minimum e.g. 11.30am - 1.30pm

Reduced hours - would solve a lot of problems with 9 - 5 scheme, 1 hour enough

2 hour zone in St Andrews would stop most "commuter" parking

| think we should follow same times as Cotham.

11pm - 7am preferred. No parking then but nothing can be done. Lots of space in day.
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9. Conclusion

Notes to the Mayor/council officers

In summary, Ashley ward is extremely diverse and any scheme to be introduced here must take this into
consideration at the earliest possible stage. It is the intent of this report to raise the main issues concerned
and to shape the introduction and future reviews of RPS. A ‘one size fits all’ approach is not welcome in
Ashley and nor, it is felt, would it work.

General concerns and topics are combined with a detailed street by street level of information and this
should greatly help council officers in their work and implementation of RPS in areas of Ashley ward.
Radical changes and alterations to the RPS policy (such as shared space and 10mph speed limits) sit
alongside very specific recommendations about individual stretches of road.

We are asking for feedback from officers and a clear description of how this report will play its role with
any RPS scheme that is rolled out in Ashley ward.

Though opinions differ greatly between neighbours, everyone does have a view and it is essential that all
are heard from. This may lengthen the consultation process but now, armed with this report, it is our hope
that it will be as inclusive and sensitive as it needs to be. Where RPS is introduced, we are asking for a
tailored, ‘RPS-plus’ as this area clearly needs and deserves it.
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10. External data received

General Ashley RPS Meeting Notes from the public meeting held on Tuesday
21st May 2013

Agenda - collect ideas from local residents in Ashley

SxHxk *xkxk (CHAIR): room full. Attendance collected with postcodes etc.
Reporter from Evening post attended. Someone else. Rob Telford and Gus Hoyt not yet here. C******x*
*xxx%* might come later. B*** also could not attend.

S****: not yes no maybe about RPS, but about sharing/collecting ideas around Ashely. Tonight about
collecting ideas about specific problems, not debate. M*** ***** here Skills survey at the back. Speak for
3 minutes, loudly and clearly. Jelly babies for those that finish in 3 minutes - stick beating otherwise.

S****: Neighbourhood partnership email broken, word of mouth working.

Jx* FxEExE (mention meetings): Rob/C********/Gyss at a council meeting about changing ward
boundaries. Currently 11Kk residents in some wards, and 7 or less in others. Motion is to adjust boundaries
for 2016. RPS: 15 years Kingsdown wanted it. Council said no as all will want it. Kingsdown residents
happy with it. Problem shifted to Cotham and REdland. Feedback from St PAuls was that 50/50
wanted/didn't want it. Councillors decided not to proceed. 70% went for it if it was free.

T*** * from Kingsdown: says residents didn't want it. Was rejected at first vote. Then went to 51% when it
went through. Lots of single families/occupancy, so may no apply to other areas.

Bx*x* Fxkxk: St Pauls Unlimited/St Agnes Church: org split on RPS. St Pauls was going to cost £30 per
car, now gone up to £50. Wants it to stay at £30. Worried about parking at funerals where hundreds can turn
up. Similar issues at other churches.

S*****: there are boundary considerations....

DF****x **xkxk coburg road, montpelier. Over last 20 years, there's been no change. Worried that if less
parking in other streets will make it worse for his road.

GFFxFx Fkkkkkkkk St Andrews Montpelier (3 years): Road was very quiet. Last 18 months it has gone
crazy, on pavements, packed etc. Suggests it's displacement of commuters from other areas. Some cars
parked all week, maybe from other RPS zones.

R**x* *xkxk: |s against the scheme all over Bristol. Should be rolled back from Cotham and Kingsdown.
Says motivation is around air quality, but RPS is not a good way to do it. Says traffic has not increased in
last 10 years. Says council needed to clamp down on congestion in the center and problem spreads. Says it's
a transport issue, and is not about commuters. Suggests we use our cars less and will not work and is worse
for the poor.

19:00 S****: Councillors not attending at all - kept at council meeting.

49



MF>* Fxkxkx St Wh (42 years): Talked about farm and St WB communities. Loves it. Locals don't think
there's a parking problem (from meeting yesterday). Parking designed by local people. They have lots of
visitors, but no commuter problem. So imposing RPS is a waste of money and will wreck the feeling of the
area.

MF>F* Fkxkkxkx (st andrews): worried will affect working women and home carers. System would affect
visitors and ability to do job. Funerals also undertaken at home, and needs to park for > 3 hours, and needs
other carers to park. Mothers with young children will suffer as bus expensive and RPZ would isolate them.
Cash strapped pensioners, health workers and infirm. Late night travel is a real problem for women, and if
can't park locally, might be dangerous. Vulnerable feel safer in cars. Volunteers that visit have to pay their
own parking/bus fairs. Also, implementation might get in the way (physically) of prams and wheelchairs.

Woman - no name: social impact on single parents, and young parents who rely on car transport. Also for
large families - might be isolating.

Woman - point about motorway area of St Wh. Lost of festival workers need to be able to park locally.
Good for economy. Motorway needs more crossings. Should be spending it on children (39% of Bristol kids
in poverty).

AFFFRRx Fxxxx Monpelier: has elderly mother. All family need cars (3 cars). Hard to park. Thinks we need
cheap residents parking lots. RPS will devalue car prices, and increase prices of houses with parking.

D*, top of york rd: current economic climat as head lead to higher multi-occupancy. After 6pm there's no
parking. St Andrews, Richmond, York all have different problems.

Woman : why is there an empty car park next to Salvation army.
J**: CPO on westmorland house. Being converted in to houses/flats. Multistory car park interesting.

J**** Montpelier: no parking problem. Why can't we buy the scrap land north of M32 for a car park. Must
be cheaper than CPZ. Why not create a Park and Ride scheme?

S**, St Andrews, Burghly road. Doesn't want the scheme. Daughter living with them and needs to park in
Southville and will affect her business. North Bristol needs a park and ride, and residents need more car
parks. Says George F. is enforcing RPS. Why not make it Bristol wide, so that we have free movement
within Bristol.

S****: quotes George F. manifesto....blah blah. RPS not in it.

P***: also quotes George F on local residents/issues. We should hold George to account. This is about
residents taking back control. George F. told S**** to f-off. S**** is not a stalker, but just cares about the
community. He opposes the scheme, and says 9/10 people he spoke to do to. Thinks many didn't know.
Happy with turn out. Sees it as a tax.

D*** ***x** nart of our boundary. Says RPS means losing control of parking. Lots of lines, and to-waway
trucks. They tried to change times to lunch hours only, but they couldn't. Once it's there, you're stuck with it.
Wants to ask councillors about this. Also not the right approach for transport, air quality etc. We should
solve it ourselves.

D**: lives in narrow-ways. Will not be in the RPZ. Will always be bad for those on the boundary. Could

spend on park and ride. Don't need to be big, can do small P&R. Spend money on rail and other public
transport. Don't stop us using cars, encourage using public transport.
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19:25: s****: councillors still not here.

M#**>* Fxkxx* did online survey. J** sent it out. Nearly 500 responses. She will email those who put email
on list going around. Will do post code analysis to get micro-details. Wants to preserve creative feel of area,
and CPS will affect artists who use cars. Wants self-police CPS (for example). Survey will capture ideas.

19:30: s****: council meeting finished, but sandwithces good. Business meeting at council tomorrow.

CHx*x*x%: Has filled out survey. George invited to meeting on 28th (scrutiny). Has declined. Didn't eat a
sandwich. Is appalled at RPS permit prices, especially for local businesses. Says George F. will not discuss
RPS yes/no

J*¥*: thanks to I*** from Salvation Army for the room. Tomorrow 5-7 business meeting. Mayor will be
there. All business people welcome. Transport Scrutiny meeting next tuesday at 6pm. Must submit questions
by 5pm tomorrow. Statements by friday 12 noon. All info is on the facebook page. 50/50 on/not on
facebook. Wednesday report will be submitted to council. Questions by monday 12 noon, statements by
tuesday noon.

?? . there's an FAcebook page called "stop our RPS". Says most against.
A*** (picton stree): says 60% for, 40% against.

M*****: only asked for those against RPS (not those for). Says RPS is losing parking and making it worse.
Average street loses 25% parking. Well off don't mind, but poor might be sent over the edge. Ashely has
more poor than Cotham. Brighton was destroyed by RPS. Will be painting over lines.

S****: says he has a parking problem.

SEHFk FkAkxkxk St Wh. (se corner). No problem with commuter parking there, and other residents don't
want RPS. Is photographer so needs to park around the city. Many other small businesses (plumbers etc)
will suffer too. Cranbook road is all residents, so nowhere for workers to park. Impractical to use visitor
permits. Nottingham has a transferable visitor permit, and permits are free. Customer permits will be £500.
Will effect economic life. Need more consultation. Says GF "3 weeks oodles of time".

R***** St Andrews: (did survey in his road). Burghly road had a residents meeting (27 houses attended).
Worried about parking creep, so might need to accept RPS. Wants flexible scheme. Says there's no evidence
on this plan, can calls for moratorium on proposal. Suggests detailed analysis is presented for local analysis.

19:45 - councillors arrived

GFFx* Fxdkkkkkkkx monpelier + redland. Uses 3 zones. Says zones are too small. Boundaries don't match
wards. Is neutral about the scheme. Says those in zones are not causing the problems. Says traffic folk not
spending enough time asking residents. Worried that it will cost more to put right when/if it goes wrong.
Need balanced scheme, and not a one size fits all. Lack of public transport.

T**** (from BCC): many issues can be answered on the website (hours etc). Funerals point is important.
Grandparents caring for children important too. Says kingsdown scheme was not done right at first. Some
changes made afterwards. 2 year review has brought up some issues, but nothing major. Review of Cotham
introduced customer permit. Was £100 pounds each. Cabinet report suggests increasing prices. £30 scheme
just about covered costs. £10m is total price. Cost is recovered over 10 years.

Random bloke: blamed s**** for RPS.
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J***? montpelier. There's no parking issue. Should spend money on something else...

Woman: wants bigger zones for free movement. is 73 yrs old. Thinks residents cars also cause problems.
New houses also causing problems. Council moving goal posts. What is going to happen to G. road? 15
minutes not enough time to do anything. 30 mins would be better.

T** (butcher), lives outside ashely. Key issue is rubbish bus service. Wants carrot not stick. Local
government has legal duty called "public sector equality duty” which requires consultation. Says this has not
been done - breaking the law. Impact assessment required.

D***_...wondering how planning office don't know the demographic of areas of the city.

R**, franklin street. Known the problem for years. Not a democratic decision, and no consultation. Scheme
is a non-starter. There will be financial creep.

? : Thomas street: rammed in the morning, empty at night. Says we can report bad parking. Says there are
many sites around for creating car parks. Also, where does 10m come from.

I***: Salvation Army. Says it's a tax on the poor. For SA, 100's volunteers will suffer. Will they pay to
volunteer? SA will suffer.

C****: have witnessed serious incidents whereby fire engines could not access incidents. Had to park over
150 yds away. Then they could not leave for other incidents too. Says CPS would not help. Will cause
tragedy...eventually

N ****xxkxkx® (montpelier by email): wants to make sure those without cars can have visitor permits too.
Gus Hoyt: sorry for being late. Agrees that it's a tax on the poor. Wants it to be means tested. FG announced
in full council that RPS will happen across whole city area. Consultation will not be on yes or no, but on
how. Rob and Gus will be encouraging street by street and ward meetings to make sure the scheme is ok for
us. R**** interrupted. Says we need to work together. P*** also interrupted.

Q: is it right that 75% of councillors can block Mayor?

Gus: no. Only for budget, and mayor can vito.

Q: says will be paid by us (not paid by itself). What about motorcycles? How do we know who pays what?

Gus: cabinet meeting will discuss charges. 2 wheel vehicles will not pay. As will low emission vehicles
(class A).

Q: Is it air quality? Is it commuter parking? Is it reducing car us? Do you have any incite as to "why" the
mayor is doing this?

Gus: motivation is all of above, including revenue. Profit will will go to transport. Mayor bad
communicator. Cheaper to do it all at once, and avoids pushing problem about. Says mayor rules out "opt
outs". Says it will be a flexible boundary system.

Q: to T**** (from BCC): "it is unlikely that existing schemes will be removed if residents want to". Did you
say that? to Gus: is this democratic?

Gus: no it's not.
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T**** (from BCC): schemes generally well supported by residents. Choice of removal is down to the
Mayor.

Q: if review says "we want it gone", will it be listened too?
Gus: will ask Mayor directly about if removal is possible after 2 year review.
Q: what about blue-badge holders.

Tr*x* Fxkxkxk(from BCC): blue-badge holders have special bays. There is a process to get these. Write to
residents parking folk at BCC.

M#*>* Fxkxk* 10 guss: is there are clear explanation of why this is happening and what the benefits are?
Gus: GF should tell us. Will get clarification.

J**: has two reasons from proposal. For improving circulating traffic and provide more parking for local
residents/businesses. J**: says this is not a problem in Ashely. Second: help traffic get in/out of central
Bristol. 15k cars park free in commuter streets.

Q: lives in montpelier. Impact assessment not done, but would be easy (which roads have single side parking
etc). Where are the hard facts to take the emotion out. Where are the cars going to go? Says it's councillors
duty to get that.

Gus: agree, but needs help with it tool

Q: SH*x* Fxkkkdxkx grovenor road. Already restricted parking. Grovenor road is a rat race. Treats us like
idiots. Ignores councillors and local people.

Gus: Doesn't like Cabbot Circus. Agrees major problem in St Pauls. Mayor is the mayor, and this is his
strategic decision and has overridden councillors and residents. Referendum gave him this power.

Q: Says GF want's a green city award for his own ego, not for people of bristol. He's not listening to his city.
GF should go.

Q: J***: lives in easten. Parking is a big issue, but folk can't afford to pay CPS. Mayor power is bad. Can
anything be done about it (the mayor)?

Gus: will work with partnerships to try to affect things. Mayor still has power to do what he wants.

Q: everybody angry. We voted for the mayor. Mayor doesn't understand that this is a volatile situation. He
can't impose something that nobody wants. People do not want this scheme. Suggests direct action (paint
lines, take down signs etc). What about those live in vans. Will they be shipped out to outskirts of Bristol?
Movement is growing.....

applause.....

Q: what if you have a permit, but have nowhere to park?

Gus: will ask residents for answers. Very determined for many local meetings, otherwise it will just be
imposed.

Q: (p***). If opposed, what will happen to those who disobey?
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Gus: dunno

J**: There are 3 more meetings. Decision not final until next Wednesday.

St Pauls Unlimited RPS Meeting Notes from the public meeting held on
Wednesday 12" June 2013

Positive Comments

Good that Mayor and council taking process seriously

Would love to have the scheme and get my road back but why do we have to pay? The metres will raise the

funds.

Giving 50 free passes to all households regardless of car ownership is a good start.

General Concerns

Making the matter worse?

There is a reduced number of spaces because of double yellow lines etc

This will not help residents

Ashley Down area doesn’t have a problem with commuter parking — the parking problems are from
residents in evening and weekends which will be exacerbated by the removal of more spaces within
this scheme

There is a high risk of displacement for those living on the boundaries of the RPZ

Parking is scarce enough now and this will make things worse

Cost Implications

We should be charging the commuters not the residents

Residents should not have to pay

Bring in a tax for commuters between 8 and 10.30 instead of this scheme

Why charge the residents when it is the commuters causing the problem? This is a tax on locals who
are poor, paying for richer commuters.

We as residents need parking spaces but should be penalised because of others who don’t live here.
If this is implemented it should only cost the amount necessary to administer a permit — should not
rise for additional cars.

Cost implications — particularly for single parents and with implementation coming straight after
Christmas.

Can’t the cost be means tested?

Why not introduce a 1 rolling hour scheme instead — this would deter the commuters.

Commuters are the problem. They are impacting on us. You notice is in rush hour times. As
residents we shouldn’t have to pay — the commuters should be charged.
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e We are concerned about the possibility of price rises each year — once we’ve got this scheme we are
stuck with it.

e Many shift workers are low paid but need to keep a car in order to remain in contact with family.
This is not going to benefit residents.

e We can’t deny there is a problem in the area. Aside from cost and process we do need a solution but
this should be at no cost to residents.

e Instead of charging residents why not use a congestion charge so the commuters are hit instead of
us?

e Residents feel that we are gradually being pushed out of the area through removal of services and
rising costs — we will not be able to afford to live here.

e Protecting the environment is a city wide responsibility. St Pauls is already acting as a buffer for the
rest of the city yet it’s us who have to pay to protect Bristol from the consequences of congestion etc.
— We should be compensated, not charged.

e This will negatively impact homeworkers who have clients visiting their home business.

e The scheme is a good idea to prevent commuters blocking the streets but as residents we should not
be charged as we already pay all the taxes thrown at us. The cost of living has gone up but benefits
and pay remain the same. We will all be out on the streets and what will you do then?

Isolation
e This will affect the disabled residents whose only contact is with people who visit them

e Residents will experience social exclusion

e Will affect the elderly who are already isolated

e Studies undertaken in other areas of the country have shown that these schemes increase isolation of
people.

Taking on more staff to enforce the scheme seems unnecessary when if the scheme was introduced free of
charge could use current resources.

My elderly parents live in a different zone — under this scheme my visits will be rationed.
Local business will suffer

This will impact people who are already trying to be ‘green’ by cycling/walking and leaving their car at
home.

One visitor per week is punitive. What about when we have parties/gatherings/family events?

Totally unnecessary — there is no parking problem in St Agnes now — this will just be another bill.

This may cause a rise in drink driving — people who currently leave their car in town when out socialising
who may get tickets if not collecting car before restricted parking time may decide to drive home instead of
leaving car.

For self employed who work across the city there should be a multi-zone permit.

All employees in Cabot Circus should get free parking as a benefit.

| pay my road tax so make Cabot Circus pay for their own workers and customers.
Money making scheme and we are not interested.
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Can’t pay won’t pay.

Council should pay for our permits.

No problem on my street — No to permits

No to parking scheme

Don’t want it

What about the disabled/childminders/visiting relatives? We already pay road tax — what exactly are we
paying for if we are not guaranteed a space?

Not interested in paying more

There is a big problem with parking 24/7 in Hepburn Road

Problems with parking in Byron Street

Shouldn’t traffic wardens already be enforcing? Yellow lines and parking on corners are abused regularly
and NO traffic warden in sight.

There is no problem with commuters further North.

Evenings and Weekends are normally fine.

Daytime is no problem weekdays — from 5pm a problem for me as a self employed electrician with tools in
vehicle.

50 tickets is not enough for those people who receive help from friends or carers.

BCC have in the past received objections for HMO applications which have no provision for parking but
have ignored this.

What about the local church who have large weddings and funerals etc.

All places of worship will be negatively impacted by this scheme.

All the inner city poorer areas are being hit with this scheme — the revenue may then be used to offset
business rates etc in the future — how will this help our community?

If you want a greener city sort out the public transport system.

Local business need customer parking.

What happens at weekends — Cabot Circus shoppers

This is going to affect the self employed

St Pauls Learning Centre already struggles to secure clients and this will make the situation much worse — it
puts the centre at significant risk.

Pushing this scheme means we may be missing alternative, better solutions.

There is not a problem within St Andrews at the moment and this is unlikely to change so we are being
penalised for no reason — we are close to Gloucester Road where there is a need to provide free parking to
ensure the ongoing economic wellbeing of the local businesses.

Mayor has said this is happening whether we like it or not — this is not democracy!

Large employers should be made to provide parking for their employees — people can claim their expenses
back.

What about local charity workers and volunteers? Its not the same as standard commuters — some workers
can’t get here without a car and some need their car for use during the day.

Questions

Why can’t reduced/subsidised parking rates be offered for commuters within the city?
Why can’t it be free for the first 6 months trial period to see if it really works?

Why can’t this be free for residents?
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Can we have an assurance that the permit cost will not rise every year?

Does it actually cost £50 per household plus to run the scheme?

Where is the revenue going?

Will any profit be invested in St Pauls?

How is this going to affect parents dropping off and picking up children at school?
Why is there still a bus lane on City Road?

How will parents park near to parks and open space during school holidays?

Can we see the business plan for RPS?

Do you really think that 50 visitor passes is enough?

Where are our councillors tonight? — Councillor Rob Telford was at the meeting. Councillor Gus Hoyt sent
his apologies.

How will the scheme affect St Pauls Learning centre visitors? Many of whom need to be there for long
periods of time when on training courses etc.

How will Tradespeople be able to access their client’s homes?

Why have the waiting restrictions on City Road (56-38) been increased?

What about social services and health care professionals making client visits?

Why not just buy the land above M32/M4 and give the commuters a park and ride to stop our pollution?
There is a proposal for this but even with providing a park and ride, we can’t force commuters to use it —
they would still be likely to access free parking closer to the city centre — in St Pauls and other areas.

There is no parking problem in my street so why should | pay?

What can we do once the formal decision is made? The ultimate decision rests with the mayor. Feedback to
the City Council from other RPZ areas has been positive. The key thing BCC wanted from tonight’s
meeting is to get comments regarding the design of the scheme — we want to ensure the scheme we deliver is
the best one possible.

Will my son be safer on his bike? Yes due to lines at junctions etc

Where is the value for money with no guarantee of a parking space?

Who is going to enforce this while residents pay for it? The one way section of Grosvenor Road is already
suffering with shops taking over the limited parking spaces there. Nothing has changed on this stretch of

road for 4 years.

If, at the 6 month review the residents are saying they still don’t want it — will you reverse decision? This is
being rolled out across a wide area. If one area wanted to be removed from the scheme, it would probably
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cause a bigger problem for that area, in the middle of all the other schemes. In theory it could be removed
but we genuinely believe that most residents will find the situation is better, cost aside.

Will the review specifically ask if people want it to remain? This has not been the case in other areas to date
but we wouldn’t want to rule out the possibility of removal altogether.

Can we have an indication of how many spaces there are now and how many there will be following
implementation? We can’t answer that due to differing vehicle sizes etc. There will be a loss of spaces due
to protection of junctions. In Easton it was found that 40% of vehicles parked were from outside the area so
in theory there will be a 40% reduction of vehicles needing space.

Avre there currently enough spaces for resident’s cars within St Pauls? As residents you know what the
situation is better than we do. The schemes we have provided to date have proved to provide enough space.

Pavements are already narrow — will this make things worse with parking meters etc? The scheme is
designed to stop vehicles parking on pavements — we will not contravene the Equalities Act by blocking any
footways.

Will we be penalised for parking with one wheel on path in order to leave more room in road? All roads
have been measured and bays designed to allow access to fire engines which is the widest vehicle, alongside
parked cars so this should not be necessary. 2 Side parking has been allowed for where space is available.

It will all be reviewed after 6 months.

Will BCC look at planning regulations regarding parking space for new developments? Any new
developments after the introduction of the scheme will not be eligible to apply for permits.

Why not make Cabot Circus pay for implementation of the scheme?

Can’t the council turn the old petrol station on Lower Ashley Road into a car park for commuters — you
could make some revenue from this?

Specific Street anomalies
39- 67 City Road — why so few spaces available?
Double yellow lines in Newfoundland Road seems extreme.

The proposed parking spaces outside 109-115 Ashley Road should be for residents only since both sides of
the road are residential only.

Please can a residents only parking bay be put outside 107-113 Grosvenor Road?

There is only one disabled bay in Morgan Street but several disabled people live on the street.

Why no waiting time in City Road?

Get rid of the bus lane on City Road.

There are already too many cars for the spaces on Badminton Road without taking more away for the RPZ.
Permit parking for Wilson Street is great — really need it — but what about on weekends with pay and display

bays?
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50% reduction of spaces in Gwyn Street? Residents are not happy.

Residents only spaces in Grosvenor Road — stop Dad’s Cabs using resident parking spaces

There are not enough parking spaces on Grosvenor Road — we seem to be paying to store wheelie bins.
Not happy with parking bay outside my house — 1 and 3 Morgan Street

Badminton Road — first four houses will have dual use spaces outside - not happy. If have to have dual
space do it only up to where residential properties start.

Data collected by a St Andrews resident, unknown dates/times

“ =} | o | v =
Do vou have a Parking
| [problem in your street?
Would vou like an Eon't Total
RPZ m this area? |Yes No {now P eople
Yes to RPZ 140 18 0 158
No to RPZ S0 241 1 322
Don't know 23 13 2 38
[Unknown 6 3 0 9
Total People 249 275 3 327
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